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FOREWORD 


On May 24, 1960, the Committee on Foreign Relations met in execu- 
tive session and decided to hold hearings with regard to the recent 
summit conference and events incident thereto. The committee expects 
to hear witnesses from the Departments of State and Defense, the 
Central Intelligence Agency, the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, and possibly others. 

It seemed to me that it might be useful to the committee members, as 
well as to the other Members of the Senate, to have a compilation of 
materials relevant to the planned inquiry. A compilation was pre- 
pared by the staff of the committee and appears in this volume. 

J. W. Fouusrieut, Chairman. 

May 27, 1960. 
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BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS ON EVENTS 
INCIDENT TO THE SUMMIT CONFERENCE 


1. PREMIER KHRUSHCHEV’S REMARKS ON U.S. PLANE 
[From the New York Times, May 6, 1960] 


Lonvon, May 5 (Reuters)—Following, in translation, are excerpts 
from the section of Premier Khrushchev’s address today referring to 
the shooting down of a United States plane Sunday, as broadcast from 
Moscow: 

On instructions of the Soviet Government, I am duty bound to 
report to you on aggressive acts directed in the last few weeks by the 
United States of America against the Soviet Union. 

What form did these aggressive acts take? The United States 
sent its planes, which violated our state frontier and intruded into 
thenirspace of the Soviet Union. 

Its last but one aggressive act was perpetrated by the United States 
of America on April 9, 1960. 

A United States plane intruded into the airspace of our country 
from the Afghanistan side. Of course, no man in his right senses 
can think and assume that this violation was done by Afghanistan, 
a country which is friendly with us. 

We are convinced that this plane belonged to the United States of 
America and obviously was hese somewhere on the territory of 
Turkey, Iran or Pakistan, which are linked with the U.S.A. by obli- 
gations under the aggressive CEN TO bloc. 

[| Mr. Khrushchev said the Soviet Government decided against mak- 
ing a protest but ordered military commanders to act if another plane 
intruded. | 

American military men apparently liked this impunity as it hap- 
pened on April 9, and they decided to repeat the aggressive act. 


INCIDENT ON MAY DAY 


Selected for this was the most festive day for our people and the 
workers of the world—the day of May the First—the international 
holiday of fraternal solidarity of the working class. 

That day, early in the morning, at 0536 hours, Moscow time, an 
American plane flew over our frontier and continued its flight into the 
interior of the Soviet land. A report on this aggressive act was im- 
mediately given to the Government by the Minister of Defense. 

The Government had stated this: Since he realizes what he comes 
up against when intruding into a foreign territory, if he gets away 
with it he will attempt fresh provocations. Therefore, the plane must 
be shot down. 

This task was fulfilled and the plane was shot down. 
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According to first information, it has transpired that the plane 
belongs to the United States of America although it bears no identifi- 
cation signs. 

Now an expert commission is studying data that fell in our hands. 
It has been established that this plane that cressed the state frontier 
of the Soviet Union was coming either from Turkey, Iran or Pakistan. 
_ After the study of all materials that are now at our disposal, the 
Soviet Government will lodge with the United States of America a 
strong protest and will warn it that if similar aggressive acts against 
our country continue, we reserve the right to respond to them with 
measures we shall find necessary in order to insure the safety of our 
country. 

We shall also give the most serious warning to those countries that 
put their territories at the disposal of the United States of America 
for aggressive acts directed against our country. 

The following conclusion comes to mind: Aggressive imperialist 
forces in the United States in recent times have been taking the most 
active measures to undermine the summit or at least to hinder any 
agreement-that might be reached. 


“WHO SENT THIS AIRCRAFT?” 


The question then arises: Who sent this aircraft across the Soviet 
frontier? Was it the man who is Commander in Chief of the American 
armed forces who, as everyone knows, is the President? Or was this 
aggressive act carried out by Pentagon militarists? If such actions 
are taken by American military men on their own account, it must 
be of especial concern to world opinion. 

Perhaps it was a result of the friendship that is now forming be- 
tween the United States and Franco that the American militarists 
decided to act independently, as did the Spanish military junta, which 
rose up against the legal Spanish Government. 

Thus, in the so-called free world, military dictators not seldom set 
up their regimes using the methods of Franco. But the peoples are 
beginning to understand where true freedom is and where there is 
tyranny. 

Take, for instance, the events in South Korea. The head of the 
puppet Syngman Rhee regime, the best friend of the United States 
and the father of his country as someone or other called him in Amer- 
ica, has now been overthrown by the people and is now a political 
corpse. And it was not the Communists who were behind these events; 
even American politicial leaders have had to admit. 

The sufferings of the Korean people led them to rise up against the 
bestial yoke, and the peoples understand that it was not only a question 
of Syngman Rhee himself who was to blame but all those who sup- 
ported him and hung him round the necks of the South Koreans. 

It is no coincidence that the free world sees so many popular demon- 
strations demanding freedom. 

Comrade Deputies, the impression is being formed that the aggres- 
sive actions newly undertaken by the United States against the Soviet 
Union are a foretaste of the summit meeting. 

Are they taken in order to exert pressure on us and to attempt to 
frighten us with their military superiority in order to undermine our 
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determination to work for easing tension, to eliminate the cold war 
and to put an end to the arms race ¢ 

All these missions are sent in order to prevent any agreement on 
vexing questions, for we cannot say that this aircraft. was a harbinger 
of peace, that it was on a goodwill mission. No, it was.a real bandit 
flight with aggressive intentions. 

Ve can say to those gentlemen who sent the aircraft that if they 
think they can bend our knees and our backs by means of such pres- 
sure, this will have no effect on us. The Soviet Union has every means 
to give a rebuff to those who want. to exert pressure in order to achieve 
a solution convenient to aggressors. 

In the name of the Soviet Government let me express thanks to the 
men of the military. units who carried out with honor the task laid on 
them in defending the frontiers of our motherland. 

Comrades, the Soviet people and Government have always expressed 
their peaceful intentions and friendly feelings toward the United 
States, but in answer to this we have black ingratitude. 


“FEELINGS OF INDIGNATION” 


It is understood that this has aroused feelings of indignation against 
the activities of the American military men. But we must control this 
feeling and must be ruled not by our emotions, but by reason. 

Government leaders interested in preserving peace must soberly con- 
sider the consequences of such actions and think what they might 
lead to. 

Hitler’s aircraft before the war used to intrude into our airspace. 
The Soviet Government would protest, but. Hitler refused to pay at- 
tention and then attacked us. And where did that all end? 

How do we assess the incursion of American aircraft—as a precursor 
of war or a foreshadow of attack, of the repetition of what Hitler 
did? The Soviet Government thinks that all the same there is no 
reason to draw such conclusions, 

There is another relationship of power in the world, and in this the 
people’s will to peace plays a great part and this is why we do not con- 
clude that this is a prewar trial of strength or a reconnaissance made 
to try our nerves, preserve the atmosphere of the cold war so that the 
imperialists can continue to bind their people with taxation, to carry 
on the arms race, and to keep their people in a state of fear of war and 
to continue to impose their will. 

The Soviet Union has no aggressive intentions, we do not want the 
cold war, we want disarmament and our proposals made to the United 
Nations on this subject remain in force Bill Once again, we repeat, 
that disarmament is the right way to preserve peace and in such condi- 
tions no country would be able unilaterally to arm and attack.another; 
The Soviet Government once again calls on the Government of the 
United States to end the cold war. All states must act peaceably so 
that calm, peace and happiness can-prevail. 


56047—60——2 
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2. DEFENSE DEPARTMENT NEWS RELEASE, MAY 5, 1960 


[No. 509-60] 
For the Press: 

The U.S. Air Force confirmed on May 3, 1960, that a NASA U-2 
aircraft is missing in Turkey. It was on a weather mission originating 
at Adana, Turkey. Purpose was a study of clear air turbulence. Dur- 
ing the flight in SE Turkey the pilot reported oxygen difficulty. Last 
word heard at 9 a.m. 1st of May, Turkish time (3 a.m. 1 May e.d.t.) 
over emergency frequency. U-2 aircraft did not land at Adana as 
planned and could only be assumed down. A search effort is underway 
in Lake Van area. 

The missing U-2 is a National Aeronautics and Space Administra- 
tion aircraft. The pilot is an employee of Lockheed Aircraft Corp., 
under contract to NASA. 

The U-2 program was initiated in 1955 to perform high altitude 
weather research. 

The flight was a joint NASA/AF Air Weather Service Mission. 





3. NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRA- 
TION NEWS RELEASE, MAY 5, 1960 


[NASA Release No. 60-193] 


Memo to the Press: 


One of NASA’s U-2 research airplanes, in use since 1956 in a 
continuing program to study gust-meteorological conditions found 
at high altitude, has been missing since about 9 o’clock Sunday morn- 
ing (local time), when its pilot reported he was having oxygen diffi- 
culties over the Lake Van, Turkey, area. 

The airplane had taken off from Incirlik Air Base, Turkey. The 
flight plan called for the first check point to be at 37 degrees, 25 
minutes, North: 41 degrees, 23 minutes, East, and for a left turn to be 
made to the Lake Van beacon, thence to the Trabazon beacon, thence 
to Antalya, and return to Adana. The flight scheduled was estimated 
at 3 hours, 45 minutes, for a total of 1,400 nautical miles. Takeoff 
was at 8 a.m. local time. 

(The above-given times are the equivalent of 3 a.m. Sunday, and 
2a.m., eastern daylight time.) ) 

About 1 hour after takeoff, the pilot reported difficulties with his 
oxygen equipment. Using emergency radio frequency, he reported he 
was heading for the Lake Van beacon to get his bearings, and that 
he would return to Adana. 

As indicated above, his flight plan called for him to make a left turn 
at the Lake Van beacon. His last report indicated he was attempting 
to receive that beacon. It is believed he probably was on a north- 
easterly course, but there was no further word. 

An aerial search was begun soon after receipt of the last communi- 
cation. The Lake Van area is mountainous and very rugged. No 
evidence has been sighted of the aircraft having crashed. 

If the pilot continued to suffer lack of oxygen, the path of the air- 
plane from the last reported position would be impossible to de- 
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termine. If the airplane was on automatic pilot, it is likely it would 
have continued along its northeasterly course. 

The pilot, as are all pilots used on NASA’s program of upper at- 
mosphere research with the U-2 airplane, is a civilian employed by 
the Lockheed Aircraft Corp., builders of the airplane. 

When the research program was begun in 1956 by the National 
Advisory Committee for Aeronautics (predecessor to NASA), the 
Federal agency did not have a sufficient number of pilots to operate 
the program, and so a contract was made with Lockheed to provide 
the pilots. 

Overseas logistic support for NASA’s continuing use of the U-2 is 
provided by Air Weather Service units of the USAF. 

NASA has procured a total of 10 U-2 airplanes. The airplane 
was originally built as a private venture by Lockheed to serve as a 
“flying test bed.” It is powered by a dngle Pratt & Whitney J-57 
turbojet engine, and can maintain flight for as long as 4 hours at 
altitudes of up to 55,000 feet. 

Since inception of the research program in 1956, the U-2 flying 
weather laboratories have opened from bases in California, New 
York, Alaska, England, Germany, Turkey, Pakistan, Japan, Okinawa, 
and the Philippines. 

The U-2 airplanes are presently being used in California (Ed- 
wards AFB, one), Japan (Atsugi, three) and Turkey (Adana, four). 

The instrumentation carried by the U-2 permits obtaining more 
precise information about clear air turbulence, convective clouds, 
wind shear, the jet stream, and such widespread weather patterns as 
typhoons. The airplane also has been used by NASA to obtain 
information about cosmic rays, and the concentration of certain ele- 
ments in the atmosphere, including ozone and water vapor. 

Instrumentation carried includes: Angular velocity recorder, to 
measure the airplane’s rate of pitch; modified VGH recorder, to 
measure and record head-on gust components in flight; flight recorder 
Model BB, continuous recorder of indicated airspeed, pressure alti- 
tude and normal acceleration; airspeed and altitude transducer to 
measure pressure altitude and indicated airspeed; temperature and 
humidity measuring set AN/AMQ 7, to measure indicated free air 
temperature and indicated relative humidity ; and vortex thermometer 
system, to measure true free-air temperature within one-half degree 
centigrade at high speeds. 





4, DEPARTMENT OF STATE PRESS RELEASE, MAY 6, 1960 
[No. 249] 


The following is the text of a note delivered today by the American 
Embassy at Moscow to the Soviet Ministry of Foreign Affairs: 

The Embassy of the United States of America by instruction of its 
Government has the honor to state the following: 

The United States Government has noted the statement of the Chair- 
man of the Council of Ministers of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re- 
publics, N. S. Khrushchev, in his speech before the Supreme Soviet 
on May 5 that a foreign aircraft crossed the border of the Soviet Union 
on May 1 and that on orders of the Soviet Government, this aircraft 
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was shot down. In this same statement it was said that investigation 
showed that it was a United States plane. 

As already announced on May 3, a United States National Aeronau- 
tical Space Agency unarmed weather research plane based at Adana, 
Turkey, and piloted by a civilian American has been missing since May 
1. The name of the American civilian pilot is Francis Gary Powers, 
born on August 17, 1929, at Jenkins, Kentucky. 

In the light of the above the United States Government requests the 
Soviet Government to provide it with full facts of the Soviet investi- 
gation of this incident and to inform it of the fate of the pilot. 





5. EXCERPTS FROM PREMIER KHRUSHCHEV’S REMARKS 
ON U.S. PLANE INCIDENT, MAY 7, 1960 


[From the New York Times, May 8, 1960] 


.. Following are excerpts from the concluding speech to the meeting 
of the Supreme Soviet in Moscow yesterday by Premier Khrushchev, 
as provided in English in New York by Tass, the official Soviet press 
agency: 


The aggressive act committed by the American Air Force against 
the Soviet Union has justifiably incensed the Deputies and all the 
Soviet people. Numerous inquiries and appeals are being received 
by the session and the Soviet Government. In view of this permit me 
to dwell on this question once again and to furnish certain new data. 

After my report to the Supreme Soviet, in which I dwelt on this 
fact, the United States Department of State claimed in an official 
press statement that the point in question was a violation of the Soviet 
State Frontier by an American aircraft of the “Lockheed U-2” type, 
which allegedly was studying weather conditions in the upper layers 
of the atmosphere in the area of the Turkish-Soviet frontier. 

This plane had allegedly strayed off its course because the pilot had 
oxygen trouble. The State Department asserts that the pilot lost 
consciousness and, steered by its automatic pilot, the plane flew into 
Soviet territory. According to the Department of State, the pilot 
only had time to report back about the failure of his oxygen equip- 
ment to the Turkish airdrome in Adana, whence it flew, an airdrome 
which allegedly does not belong to the military but to the National 
Aeronautics and Space Research Administration. 

Soon after that, the National Aeronautics and Space Research 
Administration issued a statement with a view to confirming the State 
Department’s version. 


“TANY SILLY THINGS” 


Comrades, I must tell you a secret. When I was making my report 
I deliberately did not say that the pilot was alive and in good health 
and that we have got parts of the plane. We did so deliberately be- 
cause had we told everything at once, the Americans would have 
invented another version. 

And_ now, just look how many silly things they have said—Van 
Lake, scientific research and so on and so forth. Now that they know 
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that the pilot is alive they will have to invent something else and they 
will do it. 

[Mr. Khrushchev read from the United States statement issued 
after his first announcement; it was printed in the New York Times 
last Friday. | 

These are the official versions put into circulation by American 
officials to mislead the public opinion of their country and the world. 

I must declare, comrade Deputies, that these versions are completely 
untrue and calculated for gullible people. 

The authors of these versions supposed that if the plane was shot 
down, the pilot most probably perished too. So there will be nobody 
to ask how everything actually happened, there will be no way to 
check what sort of plane it was and what instruments it carried. 


“ALIVE AND IN GOOD HEALTH” 


First of all, I wish to announce that the pilot of the shot-down 
American plane is alive and in good health. He is now in Moscow. 
Brought here also are the remains of this plane and its special instru- 
mentation, discovered during the investigation. 

The name of this pilot is Francis Gary Powers. He is 30 years old. 
He says he is a first lieutenant of the United States Air Force, where 
he served till 1956, that is, to the day when he went over to the Central 
Intelligence Agency. 

Francis Powers reported, incidentally, that while serving with the 
American Air Force he used to get $700 a month, but when he went 
over to the intelligence service and started carrying out spying as- 
signments to glean secret information, he began getting $2,500 a 
month. That is how capital buys lives, buys people. The flier testi- 
fied that he had no dizziness, nor had his oxygen apparatus failed. 
He was flying along the assigned course, accurately executing his 
chief’s orders, switching on and off the equipment over the pre- 
selected targets for gleaning intelligence on the Soviet Union’s mili- 
tary and industrial establishments, and flew on until the very mo- 
ment his piratical flight into this country’s interior was cut short. 

I want to tell something about the results of the examination 
of the plane that has been shot down and its equipment, as well as of 
the questioning of the pilot. The inquiry still continues, but the pic- 
ture is fairly clear already. 


PLANE TYPE CONFIRMED 


To start with, this was, indeed, a high-altitude, low-speed “Lock- 
heed U-2.” They banked on its high altitude and believed that this 
plane cannot be Heotatih down by any fighter or antiaircraft artil- 
lery. That is why they thought it could fly over Soviet territory with 
immunity. In fact, the plane flew at a great altitude and it was hit 
by the rocket at an altitude of 20,000 meters [65,000 feet]. And if 
they fly higher, we will also hit them! The plane was in no way 
equipped for “upper atmosphere research” or for taking “air sam- 
ples,” as official American spokesmen assert. 

Not at all. This was a real military reconnaissance aircraft fitted 
with various instruments for collecting intelligence and, among other 
things, for aerial photography. 
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The competent commission of experts, which examined the wrecked 
plane, has established from the documentary evidence that this Amer- 
ican plane is a specially prepared reconnaissance aircraft. The task 
of the plane was to cross the entire territory of the Soviet Union from 
the Pamirs to the Kola Peninsula to get information on our coun- 
try’s military and industrial establishments by means of aerial photog- 
raphy. Besides aerial cameras the plane carried other reconnaissance 
equipment for spotting radar networks, identifying the location and 
frequencies of operating radio stations and other special radio en- 
gineering equipment. 

Not only do we have the equipment of that plane, but we also have 
the developed film showing a number of areas of our territory. Here 
are some of these photos. Here are photos of these airfields. Here 
are two white lines. They are lines of our fighters. Here is another 
airfield and also planes on it. All these films we developed ourselves. 


CAMERA IS PRAISED 


Here are photos of petrol stores. It must be said that the camera 
is not a bad one and the photo is very accurate. 

But I must say that our cameras take better pictures, are more 
accurate, so that we gained little in this respect. 

These photos here show industrial enterprises. 

There is also a tape recording of the signals of a number of our 
ground radar stations. These are incontestible evidence of the spying 
dope by the American plane shot down in the vicinity of Sverdlovsk. 
That is what “air ae American reconnaissance took, and it took 
them not over Van Lake in Turkey but quite elsewhere. 

The only thing that is true is that this plane was stationed at the 
American-Turkish air base at Incirlik east of Adana. As Powers, the 
flier, testified, he was serving with the 10-10 unit, which, for the sake 
of disguise, is under control of the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, but in reality, conducts high-altitude military recon- 
naissance. 

In his depositions, Powers mentioned the names of several officers 
he had served with at the American military base in Turkey. Ac- 
cording to Powers’ testimony, the commander of the American 10—10 
unit is Col. William Shelton and his deputy is Lieut. Col. Carol Funk. 

Before his flight, Powers had long trained himself for flying into 
the depth of this country and, as he said himself, he had flown along 


the Soviet frontier many times in order to study the radar system 
of the Soviet Union. 


“POWERS, THE SCOUT” 


On April 27, Powers, the scout, flew over from the Turkish city 
of Adana to the Peshawar airfield in Pakistan on orders from his 
superiors. And it was, therefore, from Pakistan’s territory, that is, 
from the Peshawar airfield—and not from the Turkish airfield outside 
Adana, as stated in the United States State Department’s version— 
that Powers took off on May 1 with instruction to fly along the course 
indicated on his map over the Aral Sea, Sverdlovsk and other points 


and reach Archangel and Murmansk, before landing at the Bude air- 
field in Norway. 
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Now we can say where he was flying to. I must admit that we knew 
it already when I was reporting this fact. We did not say anything 
at that time in order to see what the Americans would invent. Now 
- they have made their invention, we report how everything actually 

appened. 
is is what Powers said when questioned about the task of his flight 
over Soviet territory. 

“T was to take off from the Peshawar airfield in Pakistan, cross the 
national frontier of the U.S.S.R. and fly across Soviet territory to 
Norway. I was to fly over certain points of the U.S.S.R., of which I 
remember Murmansk and Archangel. During my flight over Soviet 
territory I was to switch on and off the equipment over certain points 
indicated on the map. I believe my flight over Soviet territory was 
meant for collecting information on Soviet guided missiles and radar 
stations.” 

I want to ask the gentlemen from the State Department: Is it such 
“air samples over Lake Van” that the spy flier Powers was to take? 


IRAQI REVOLT RECALLED 


I say nothing of the fact that by flying along this course, the Ameri- 
can scout plane grossly violated the national sovereignty of Afghan- 
istan by having flown across that country’s territory without permis- 
sion. But there is, perhaps, nothing extraordinary in this for the 
morals of American militarists. Such actions of theirs have long been 
known. ; 

Suffice it to recall the flight of American military aircraft over the 
territory of Austria, when the aggression was being prepared against 
Iraq, where a revolution had just taken place. The Austrian Govern- 
ment protested against the treacherous violation of Austria’s sover- 
eignty by American military aircraft and against that blatant act of 
disrespect for her neutrality sealed by the signatures of the United 
States, among others. 

If one believes the version that the pilot lost consciousness owing to 
oxygen trouble and that the aircraft was subsequently controlled by 
the automatic pilot, one must also believe that the aircraft controlled 
by an automatic pilot flew from Turkey to Pakistan, touched down at 
Peshewar Airport, stayed there three days, took off early in the 
morning of May 1, flew over the territory of Afghanistan, crossed the 
Soviet frontier, flew more than 2,000 kilometers over our territory for 
a total of some four hours. 

All the time of the flight over our territory the aircraft was under 
observation and was brought down as soon as the order was received. 

When our anti-aircraft rocket battery intercepted and brought down 
the plane, the pilot, it must be believed, soon regained his conscious- 
ness because he bailed out by parachute; you just note he was not 
ejected by the automatic device but left through the upper canopy 
designed for emplaning. The question arises why did he do this if 
there are devices for rapid ejection ? 

He did this possibly because there was an explosive charge in the 
aircraft which was to have blown up the plane as soon as the pilot was 
ejected. The pilot knew this and possibly was afraid that he would be 
killed in the explosion. Clever enough! 
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“NOT THE ONLY PRECAUTION” 


But the installation of the infernal machine was not the only pre- 
caution taken. ‘To cover up the tracks of the crime the pilot was told 
that he must not fall alive in the hands of the Soviet authorities. For 
this reason he was supplied with a special pin. He was to have pricked 
himself with this poisoned pin, resulting in instantaneous death. 

What a barbarism! Here is this instrument—the latest achievement 
of American technology for the killing of their own people (a photo- 
graph is produced). 

But everything alive wants to live and when the plane was brought 
down the pilot bailed out by parachute. And when he landed he did 
not follow the advice of those who sent him on his anti-Soviet preda- 
tory assignment but remained alive. 

It is alleged that the flight was made for scientific purposes to in- 
vestigate the upper layers of the atmosphere. The question arises why 
the pilot then had to be armed with a noiseless pistol. He was given 
it for some emergency, not to take air samples but to blow people’s 
brains out. All this we shall present to the public as material evidence. 
This is what, so to say, such Christians are like. 

He was given this pistol after making low bows as they do in 
churches. And yet they call us godless atheists. Yet we have never 
committed such crimes against humanity and never will. If the pilot 
was given a pistol to defend himself against wild beasts in case of a 
forced landing, the question arises, why a pistol with a silencer? This 
also shows what so-called scientific purposes were pursued by the 
plane. 

The pilot who was supposed to explore the atmosphere was given 
7,500 rubles in Soviet currency. The question arises, when and 
where was he to have spent them and for what purposes, for he did 
not fly to exchange old rubles for new ? 


GOLD FRANCS, GOLD RINGS 


The pilot was also given French gold francs. I have seen these gold 
francs with my own eyes. And you can see them here in the photo- 
graph. They are covered with cellophane on both sides of the coins. 
Done in a cultured, American way. But what did the pilot need these 
francs for? He also had West German, Italian, and other currency. 
Besides his own watch he was also given for his trip another two gold 
watches and seven gold rings for ladies. Why was all this necessary 
in the upper layers of the atmosphere? Or, maybe, the pilot was to 
have flown still higher to Mars and was going to lead astray Martian 
ladies ? 

You see how thoroughly American pilots are equipped before setting 
off on a flight to take samples of air in the upper layers of the atmos- 
phere. Thus, no concocted version can save the reputation of those 
who bear the responsibility for this perfidious act. 

Thus, no concocted version can save the reputation of those who bear 
the responsibility for this perfidious action. They were caught red- 
handed as organizers of the incursion in the airspace of the Soviet 
Union not. long before the meeting of the heads of government in 
Paris, not long before the visit to the Soviet Union of the President of 
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the United States. I believe that this is a bad preparation for serious 
talks on easing international tension. 

I am now reading i in the Western press comments on these events 
and there are some people who accuse us, Khrushchev, of wanting to 
undermine the summit meeting because otherwise he would not have 
presented this fact at the session of the Supreme Soviet but raised it 
through some other channels but what did you expect, gentlemen ? 
You are accustomed to make mischief and some people reg rard this as 
all but a good thing and keep silent. No, we are not such kind of 
people: if you made mischief bear the responsibility for this openly. 


WHY sUCH A “RECKLESS STEP” 


They live according to the law; if one is rich, one will not be impris- 
oned. This is true for the capitalist because he always can buy him- 
self off. But there is another country, the country of socialism, where 
law protects the state, protects society, protects everyone living in this 
state, 

What could be the reason for such a reckless step? This was evi- 
dently done because someone in the United States was obsessed by the 
idea of intelligence. The United States proposal on the “open sky” is 
well known. We rejected this proposal and the American military 
then decided to “open” the Soviet sky by themselves. 

But there are rules of international laws, there are national frontiers 
and no one has the right to disregard these laws and to cross the 
frontiers of other countries. 

From the lofty rostrum of the Supreme Soviet we warn once again 
those countries that make their territory available for the take-off of 
planes with anti-Soviet. intentions—do not play with fire, gentlemen ! 

The governments of the three countries—Turkey, Pakistan and 
Norway—must be clearly aware that they were accomplices of this 
flight because they permitted the use of their airfields against the 
Soviet Union. 





6. STATEMENT BY THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
MAY 7, 1960 


[From The New York Times, May 8, 1960] 


Wasurneton, Jay 7.—F ollowing is the statement on the U-2 


plane incident issued by the State Department today after clearance 
by President Eisenhower: 


The Department has received the text of Mr. Khrushchev’s further 
remarks about the unarmed plane which is reported to have been shot 
down in the Soviet Union. As previously announced, it was known 
that a U-2 plane was missing. Asa result of the inquiry ordered by 
the President, it has been established that insofar as the authorities 
are cone erned, there was no authorization for any such flights as de- 
scribed by Mr. Khrushchev. 

Nevertheless, it appears that in endeavoring to obtain information 
now concealed behind the Iron Curtain a flight over Soviet territory 
was probably undertaken by an unarmed civ ‘lian U-2 plane. 


56 
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It is certainly no secret that, given the state of the world today, 
intelligence palbibtion activities are practiced by all countries and 
postwar history certainly reveals that the Soviet Union has not been 
lagging behind in the field. The necessity for such activities as 
measures for legitimate national defense is enhanced by the excessive 
secrecy practiced by the Soviet Union in contrast to the free world. 

One of the things creating tension in the world today is apprehen- 
sion over surprise attack with weapons of mass destruction. To re- 
duce mutual suspicion and to get a measure of protection against 
surprise attack, the United States in 1955 offered its “open skies” 
proposal—a proposal which was rejected out of hand by the Soviet 
Union.. It is in relation to the danger of surprise attack that planes 
of the type of the unarmed civilian U-2 aircraft have made flights 
along the frontiers of the free world for the past four years. 


7. TEXT OF PREMIER KHRUSHCHEV’S SPEECH WARN- 
ING NATIONS WITH BASES USED BY U.S. PLANES 


[From the New York Times, May 10, 1960] 


Following is the text of remarks by Premier Khrushchev at a re- 
ception in the Czechoslovak Embassy in Moscow yesterday, as pro- 
vided in English in New York by Tass, the official press agency: 

Dear Comrade Dvorak, Ambassador of friendly, fraternal Czecho- 
slovakia ! 

Dear friends, comrades, gentlemen ! 

We are very pleased to attend the reception held on the occasion of 
the fifteenth anniversary of the liberation of the Czechoslovak Repub- 
lic, the celebration of Victory Day, which indeed is a holiday for all the 
peoples. The Soviet people, at one with all other peoples, sincerely 
want that there should be no more war, that this war should be the last, 
that it should be remembered by the peoples and should go down in 
history as the last war. 

We are doing our utmost to achieve this indeed. That is precisely 
why the Soviet Union submitted at the United Nations Its proposals 
for general and complete disarmament. We not only insist on the 
necessity of reducing armed forces but already now, without waiting 
for such decisions by the Western countries, we unilaterally cut the 
armed forces of the Soviet Union by one-third. 

When we have reduced our armed forces to 2,400,000, some time will 
pass, and we shall think it over and evidently we shall further reduce 
our Army. Comrade Zhadov [Gen. Aleksandr A. Zhadov, deputy 
dapanigndel of Soviet ground forces] over there scratched the back of 
his head—another reduction. 

No, this will not be done now, Comrade General, but later. 

We shall do this if the situation favors such measures. Of course, 
we shall not cut our armed forces to such a level which would prej- 
udice the security of the Soviet Union. You should bear in mind that 
we do not reduce our armed forces for financial reasons. No, the 
financial situation of our state is splendid and, if need be, could not 
only forbear from reducing the army and navy, but increase them. I 
repeat, if this were necessary we could do this without tense efforts. 
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But as good masters we say: Why have bigger armed forces than we 
need ¢ 
CONTROLS NOT FEARED 


If our partners agree we are willing to accept total disarmament 
and we shall effect it honestly. We are not afraid of control. If you 
please, gentlemen, then you could fly over our territory, check, take 
pictures, do what you please, 

Such an issue as now could not arise then. The Department of 
State explains the incident with the downed reconnaissance plane 
more or less as follows: One cannot, they say, admit, nor can one 
deny. It turns out, as in the well-known joke, that here is a maiden 
who is also not a maiden for she has a child! The marriage was not 
registered, therefore one can regard her as a maiden in a way. But 
she gave birth, to a child. Can one regard her as a maiden or not? 

This does not happen in real life. We tell the Americans: Your 
plane flew over our country on an intelligence mission. We tracked its 
flight and it flew to the Sverdlovsk area, where it was brought down. 
That is how you got into a mess and you are in a mess. Pluck up 
your courage and say: Yes, there was such a disgraceful fact. And 
this is a big disgrace for America since everyone sees now how dis- 
graced in the eyes of the world are those who committeed such a 
shocking act of aggression. The whole world wants peace, a relaxa- 
tion of international tension while certain quarters in the United 
States stage such a provocation. 

What were the purposes of this flight? A provocation! This is 
bad, very bad indeed ! 


TIMING FOR SUMMIT SEEN 


I have already said, comrades, and now I repeat, that this was done 
deliberately and deliberately timed for the summit meeting in Paris. 
It is said that it was the work of the military. Only the military? 
What kind of state is this if the military do what the Government op- 
poses? How can the Government tolerate this? If anyone of our 
military allowed himself to do such a thing, we would pull him up im- 
mediately. The Government and the country are strong when the en- 
tire machinery functions smoothly, when everything is subordinated to 
the Government. Therein lies real strength. Understand merightly : 
When everyone pulls in a different direction what kind of state is this 
and what confidence can one have in the policy of such a state ? 

There can be no confidence in the policy of such a state! The state- 
ment that the aggressive flight was made without the will and instruc- 
tions of the Government, that nothing was known of it in the State 
Department, does not give credit to the Department of State of the 
United States. And what about Allen Dulles? 

For he knew about all this and he also is a member of the United 
States Government! For this is Allen Dulles’ aviation! It turns out 
that the State Department’s reply is, as the saying has it, too thin. 

It is possible, I do not. know this for certain, but I do not preclude 
the possibility that the Government of the United States of America 
knew of this flight. But I, soto speak, confide it to you! 
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STATEMENT HELD ALARMING 


In diplomatic language it would be better to say: It knew, but it 
stopped its ears and ¢ closed its eyes and now depicts the matter as if the 
devil led astray some official. However, let it be, with this Govern- 
ment and with its way of issuing statements on all this. 

One thing is alarming in this statement. It is vague. More, this 
statement blames us for not allowing to fly over or travel across our 
country those who want to study our defenses, to discover secrets. 
And that is why they, that means the American Government, had been 
impelled to send planes on intelligence missions. This is a very dan- 
gerous explanation. It is dangerous because it does not denounce but 
tries to justify such a flight and seems to say that such flights are pos- 
sible in the future, too, “because the Soviet Union does not think to 
reveal its secrets to countries that pursue unfriendly policy toward us. 

Using this as the only justification, some gentlemen intend to gain 
the right i in the eyes of public opinion to fly over our territory in 1 the 
future, too, gleaning important military secrets. 

I repeat once again this is very dangerous, let alone that it is wrong 
in principle and not in keeping with the spirit of international peace- 
ful relations. If someone intends to fly over our territory, recon- 
noitering objectives and gleaning state secrets, we shall bring down 
such planes, just bring them down ! 

More, if such flights are repeated, we shall take appropriate counter- 
measures, 

OTHER COUNTRIES WARNED 


I should say this: Those countries that have bases on their territories 
should note most carefully the following: If they allow others to fly 
from their bases to our territory we shall hit at those bases. Because 
we assess such actions as provocations against our country! 

We tell the Governments of those countries, if you leased your ter- 
ritory to others and are not the masters of your land, of your country, 
hence, we shall have to understand it in our way. Those who lease 
your territory, operate against us from your territory. Their lands 
are far from us while your land is near. That is why as a warning 
to remote targets, we shall find the range to the near ones. Let them 
draw the appropriate conclusions. 

I should not like to heat up passions because even in wartime people 
long for peace, await an end to the war and dream of peace. There 
is no war now. Our strength is being tested. Therefore, let us not 
draw conclusions aggravating relations between countries, such con- 
clusions as would hamper us in the future, I should like to say, even 
in building good relations with the United States of America. “Today 
I declare once again that we want to live not only in peace but also in 
friendship with the American people. The American people want no 

war. Lamsure of this. 

On the eve of the Paris meeting the ager sive circles wanted to 
bring strong pressure to bear upon us. say: Let us conclude a 
peace treaty with Germany. Some of our fottiue wartime allies are 
against this. 
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WEST BERLIN STAND DECRIED 


But why? Plainly speaking, why need the United States of Amer- 
ica, France and the United Kingdom West Berlin? They need it 
as a dog needs a fifth leg. West Berlin does not give them anything. 
By the way, no one encroaches on West Berlin. It is said, freedom 
is at stake, but who encroaches on freedom ? 

Let the West Berliners continue to live as they do now and let them 
have the regime they like. The Soviet Government has long since 
declared that to select a regime is a matter for each people and that 
everyone should live as he prefers to. If the Western powers do not 
want to sign a German peace treaty we shall have to sign a peace 
treaty with the German Democratic Republic. 

The point is that even after we conclude such a treaty with the 
German Democratic Republic they would like to exercise eH rights 
which flow from Germany’s surrender, to exercise them in defiance 
of the peace treaty we would havesigned. But if we sign a peace treaty 
with the German Democratic Republic, the terms of war will be ended 
and, hence, the terms of surrender will also be ended. They will 
cease to operate. If after the signing of a peace treaty some one would 
like to force his way into West Berlin which we would like to see 
a free city, our force will resist this force. 

Aware of this, some leaders in the United States of America decided 
to teach Khrushchev a lesson. Since it is said that force will resist 
force, we shall teach a lesson to the Soviet Union, we shall fly over 
your territory and we already flew over it and returned home. 


EARLIER FLYOVER NOTED 


This happened, for instance, on April 9. I have already spoken of 
this. Even now this flight is denied in the United States. In this 
case the ethics is: If the thief is not caught, he is no thief. But this 
time we caught the thief and now the whole world knows of it. 

The reconnaissance plane should have been brought down on April 
9, too. But our military, to put it mildly, let a chance slip by. And 
we, as one says, took them to task for it. On May 1 the reconnaissance 
plane was shot down. The military splendidly coped with the task 
when the opponent grew bold. For the American military thought 
like this: If the April 9 flight passed off with impunity, that means 
they cannot hit it at such an altitude, and the aggressive military 
wanted to demonstrate their strength once again fifteen days before 
the summit meeting. 

Well, Khrushchev, what are you boasting of? We fly over your 
country and you can do nothing about it. They expected to fly over 
over Soviet territory this time, too, to fly over Sverdlovsk and to show 
that we can do nothing about it. Indeed, an unpleasant situation! 
And now when he hit the air pirate with a rocket, as the saying has 
it, it is time to dismount from the horse! 

S. M. Budenny: One must slash down to the saddle, and everything 
will go to pieces. 

Ni cite Wiecsbebon, I believe that this cavalry rule is quite appro- 
priate ¢ 

Attempts are still made to frighten us because in the West bombers 
are flying on round-the-clock vigil * * *. 





16 BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS ON SUMMIT CONFERENCE 


ROCKETS ON VIGIL 


I should like to tell those people: Listen, gentlemen, we also have 
bombers, but they are not on Tigi in our country rockets are on vigil! 

It is common knowledge that V bombers, as a rule, fly at an altitude 
ranging from 12,000 to 17,000 meters, they cannot rise higher because 
designers still cannot overcome technical difficulties. The plane which 
committed the diversion on May 1 flew at an altitude of 20,000 meters. 
They say it was an unarmed V plane. It was because it was unarmed 
that it could fly at such an altitude. They expected thatsuch a plane 
will be invulnerable for a long time to go. They even ex that 
this will be almost for all time. 

I shall say further, when Twining, the then Chief of Staff of the 
United States Air Force, arrived here we welcomed him as guest and 
entertained him. He left our country by air and next day sent a 
plane flying at great altitude to our country. This plane flew as far as 
Kiev. The question arose: Should we protest? I proposed that no 
protest should be lodged. Only an animal might act like Twining 
which, eating at one place, might do its unpleasant business there. 
From such behavior we drew the conclusion: To improve rockets, to 
improve fighters. Our fighters can fly as high as 28,000 meters. But 
the difficulties of a fighter are that though it can rise high, it is not 
so easy and simple to find the target in the air; a plane in the air is 
like a needle in the ocean. 

But the rocket finds its targets itself. This is the advantage of the 
rocket and we use of it. We have both fighters and rockets. That is 
why I say: If there are still politicians who would like to rely on 
bombers, they are doomed to failure. With the up-to-date military 
techniques bombers will be shot down even before they approach the 
target. We also have good aviation. I flew to America in a TU-114. 
This plane is a modification of a bomber with a flying range of 17,000 
kilometers. I mentioned this to the President of the United States. 
However, the ceiling of the bomber is within the sphere of operation 
of fighters. It is now not so difficult to bring down a bomber. 

The Americans can do this, but we can do it even better. 

That is why one should abandon this exchange of threats. It would 
be better to speak of peace and friendship, how mutually advantageous 
it is to trade, how good relations can be established between peoples, 
how cultural contacts and tourist travel can be developed. This would 
be a far more useful and lofty job and all the peoples of the world 
would welcome this. This is precisely what our stand is, comrades! 
The peoples demand tranquillity, they are against wars and military 
conflicts. Let us try and meet these just demands of the people. 


SOVIET GOALS CITED 


When we were preparing the recent session of the Supreme Soviet 
we did not envisage the discussion of any military questions. We 
drafted a law on the abolition of taxes paid by factory and office 
workers and a law on the completion of the transition to a seven and 
six-hour working day. We prepared for discussion at the session 
the question of increasing by 25,000,000,000 to 30,000,000,000 rubles 
expenditures for the expansion of industry manufacturing consumer 
goods so as to emerge to first place in Europe during this seven-year- 
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— period and to catch up with the United States five years later. 
Vhat lofty aims from the attainment of which not a single people, not 
a single individual in the world, would suffer! 

And here, as one says, to “cheer us up,” they timed such an ag- 
gressive act for the great proletarian May Day holiday! But the ag- 
gressors themselves did not expect that they would indeed cheer 
us up. When Marshal Malinovsky mounted the mausoleum on May 
Day to make his speech, I could already congratulate him on the shoot- 
ing down of the plane. He replied that he had learned this just be- 
fore motoring to Red Square. This was good news before the min- 
ister’s speech at the May Day parade. 

Comrades, today we are celebrating the day of victory in the war 
in which we lost more ple and wealth than any other country. 
We mourn over the dead but at the same time we celebrate and rejoice 
in our victory. 

HAILS WAR VICTORY 


We rejoice because our people not only rehabilitated the devastated 
economy but far surpassed the pre-war level of development. This 
victory is also being celebrated in countries that were our allies 
in the last war. The Ambassadors of those countries are also here. 
We have just clinked glasses with the American Ambassador, Mr. 
Thompson. But after our “clinking” in the air, are ringing of our 
glasses in the Czechoslovak Embassy—is already not the proper 
ringing. 

geo the Ambassador of the United States and I am convinced 
that he had nothing to do with this incursion, that he could not have 
anything to do even if he wished to. 

I am convinced of the ethical qualities of this man. Since I know 
him I think that he is not capable of such a thing. Evidently he 
feels this incident as a big annoyance for his country and for himself 
as the representative of the United States in the Soviet Union. This 
must be taken into consideration. 

Comrades! I propose a toast to the victory, to the nations and peo- 
ples who fought against Nazi Germany and with us won a great 
victory ! 

I Saunt a toast to friendly Czechoslovakia, to the remarkable 
people of Czechoslovakia, to the hosts of this house, the Ambassador 
of the Czechoslovak Republic, Comrade Dvorak, and his wife, to all 
who represent the fraternal Czechoslovak Republic in the Soviet 
Union ! 

I raise my glass to the end of wars, to the end of provocations, to 
peace and friendship between the peoples. 


8. STATEMENT BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
MAY 9, 1960 


[Department of State press release No. 254] 


On May 7 the Department of State spokesman made a statement 
with respect to the alleged shooting down of an unarmed American 
civilian aircraft of the U-2 type over the Soviet Union. The follow- 
ing supplements and clarifies this statement as respects the position 
of the United States Government. 
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Ever since Marshal Stalin shifted the policy of the Soviet Union 
from wartime cooperation to postwar conflict in 1946 and particularly 
since the Berlin Iilockaite; the forceful takeover of Czechoslovakia 
and the Communist aggressions in Korea and Vietnam the world has 
lived in a state of apprehension with respect to Soviet intentions. ‘The 
Soviet leaders have almost complete access to the open societies of 
the free world and supplement this with vast espionage networks. 
However, they keep their own society tightly closed and rigorously 
controlled. With the development of modern weapons carrying tre- 
mendously destructive nuclear warheads, the threat of surprise attack 
and aggression presents a constant danger. This menace is enhanced 
by the threats of mass destruction frequently voiced by the Soviet 
leadership. 

For many years the United States in company with its allies has 
sought to lessen or even to eliminate this threat from the life of man so 
that he can go about his peaceful business without fear. Many pro- 
posals to this end have been put up to the Soviet Union. The Presi- 
dent’s “open skies” ‘seed of 1955 was followed in 1957 by the 
offer of an exchange of ground observers between agreed military 
installations in the U.S., the U.S.S.R. and other nations that might 
wish to participate. For several years we have been seeking the 
mutual abolition of the restrictions on travel imposed by the Soviet 
Union and those which the United States felt obliged to institute on 
a reciprocal basis. More recently at the Geneva disarmament con- 
ference the United States has proposed far-reaching new measures of 
controlled disarmament. It is possible that the Soviet leaders have 
a different version and that, however unjustifiedly, they fear attack 
from the West. But this is hard to reconcile with their continual 
rejection of our repeated proposals for effective measures against 
surprise attack and for effective inspection of disarmament measures. 

I will say frankly that it is unacceptable that the Soviet political 
system should be given an opportunity to make secret preparations to 
face the free world with the choice of abject surrender or nuclear 
destruction. The Government of the United States would be derelict 
to its responsibility not only to the American people but to free peoples 
everywhere if it did not, in the absence of Soviet cooperation, take 
such measures as are possible unilaterally to lessen and to overcome this 
danger of surprise attack. In fact the United States has not and 
does not shirk this responsibility. 

In accordance with the National Security Act of 1947, the President 
has put into effect since the beginning of his Administration directives 
to gather by every possible means the information required to protect 
the United States and the Free World against surprise attack and to 
enable them to make effective preparations for their defense. Under 
these directives programs have been developed and put into operation 
which have included extensive aerial surveillance by unarmed civilian 
aircraft, normally of a peripheral character but on occasion by pene- 
tration. Specific missions of these unarmed civilian aircraft have not 
been subject to Presidential authorization. The fact that such sur- 
veillance was taking place has apparently not been a secret to the 
Soviet leadership and the question indeed arises as to why at this 
particular juncture they should seek to exploit the present incident 
as a propaganda battle in the cold war. 
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This government had sincerely hoped and continues to hope that in 
the coming meeting of the Heads of Government in Paris Chairman 
Khrushchev would be prepared to cooperate in agreeing to effective 
measures which would remove this fear of sudden mass destruction 
from the minds of peoples everywhere. Far from being damaging to 
the forthcoming meeting in Paris, this incident should serve to under- 
line the importance to the world of an earnest attempt there to achieve 
agreed and effective safeguards against surprise attack and aggression. 

At my request and with the authority of the President, the Director 
of the Central Intelligence Agency, the Honorable Allen W. Dulles, is 


today briefing Members of the Congress fully along the foregoing 
lines. 


9 TRANSCRIPT OF PRESIDENT EISENHOWER’S NEWS 
CONFERENCE, MAY 11, 1960 [EXCERPTS] 


[From the New York Times, May 12, 1960] 


Washington, May 11 (UPI)—Following is the transcript of Presi- 
dent Fisenhower’s news conference today: 


Presipent E1tseNHower. Good morning. Please sit down. 

I have made some notes from which I want to talk to you about 
this U-2 incident. 

A full statement about this matter has been made by the State De- 
partment and there have been several statesmanlike remarks by lead- 
ers of both parties. 

For my part, I supplement what the Secretary of State has had 
to say, with the following four main points. After that I shall have 
nothing further to say—for the simple reason I can think of nothing 
to add that might be useful at this time. 

The first point is this: The need for intelligence-gathering activities. 
No one wants another Pearl Harbor. This means that we must have 
knowledge of military forces and preparations around the world, es- 
pecially those capable of massive surprise attack. 

Secrecy in the Soviet Union makes this essential. In most of the 
world no large-scale attack could be prepared in secret, but in the 
Soviet Union there is a fetish of secrecy and concealment. This is a 
major cause of international tension and uneasiness today. Our de- 
terrent must never be placed in jeopardy. ‘The safety of the whole 
free world demands this. 

As the Secretary of State pointed out in his recent statement, ever 
since the beginning of my Administration I have issued directives to 
gather, in every feasible way, the information required to protect the 
United States and the free world against surprise attack and to enable 
them to make effective preparations for defense. 

My second point: The nature of intelligence-gathering activities. 


“pELOW THE SURFACE” 


These have a special and secret character. They are, so to speak, 
“below the surface” activities. They are secret because they must cir- 
cumvent measures designed by other countries to protect secrecy of 
military preparations. 


56047—60——_4 
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They are divorced from the regular visible agencies of government 
which stay clear of operational involvement in specific detailed 
activities. 

These elements operate under broad directives to seek and gather 
intelligence short of the use of force—with operations supervised by 
responsible officials within this area of secret activities. 

We do not use our Army, Navy or Air Force for this purpose, first 
to avoid any possibility of the use of force in connection with these 
activities, and second, because our military forces, for obvious reasons, 
cannot be given latitude under broad directives, but must be kept under 
strict control in every detail. 

These activities have their own rules and methods of concealment 
which seek to mislead and obscure—just as in the Soviet allegations 
there are many discrepancies. For example, there is some reason to 
believe that the plane in question was not shot down at high altitude. 
The normal agencies of our Government are unaware of these specific 
activities or of the special efforts to conceal them. 

Third point : How should we view all of this activity ? 


DISTASTEFUL BUT VITAL 


It is a distasteful but vital necessity. 

We prefer and work for a different kind of world—and a different 
way of obtaining the information essential to confidence and effective 
deterrents. Open societies, in the day of present weapons, are the only 
answer. 

This was the reason for my “open skies” proposal in 1955, which 
I was ready instantly to put into effect—to permit aerial observation 
over the United States and the Soviet Union which would assure that 
no surprise attack was being prepared against anyone. I shall bring 
up the “open skies” proposal again at Paris—since it is a means of 
ending concealment and suspicion. 

My final point is that we must not be distracted from the real issues 
of the day by what is an incident or a symptom of the world situation 
today. 

This incident has been given great propaganda exploitation. The 
emphasis given toa flight of an unarmed nonmilitary plane can only 
reflect a fetish of secrecy. 

The real issues are the ones we will be working on at the summit— 
disarmament, search for solutions affecting Germany and Berlin and 
the whole range of East-West relations, including the reduction of 
secrecy and suspicion. 

Frankly, I am hopeful that we may make progress on these great 
issues. This is what we mean when we speak of “working for peace.” 

And as I remind you, I will have nothing further to say about this 
matter. 

1. Rosert J. Donovan of The New York Herald Tribune. Mr. 
President, since our last visit, or conference, Prime Minister Khru- 
shchev has made some pretty vigorous statements about your plans 
for bringing Mr. Nixon to the summit in case you had to come home. 
Do his comments in any way change your intention? | 

A. No, indeed. And, I should clarify something, there seems to be 
some misunderstanding; because a friend from Congress, a friend 
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indeed of the other party, told me the other day that he had never 
heard of the latter part of my press conference on this point where I 
said if my—if my absence from the conference had to be more than 
two or three days, I would be right back there, and I believe I re- 
marked, I am not sure, that the jet plane made this kind of a trip 
possible. 

Now, as far as Mr. Khrushchev’s statement, this, I can just say this: 
He has never asked me my opinion of some of his people. [ Laughter. ] 

2. Cuartes H. Monr of Time magazine. Mr. President, in case, Mr. 
President, that the Soviet Union should reject your proposal for sur- 
prise attack conference, or open skies arrangements, do you think that 
the development of satellites like Samos and Midas will possibly in 
the next few years erase our worries on the score of surveillance and 
also are you doing anything now to speed up those scientific projects? 

A. Well, I know of nothing—no, I keep in touch with my Bcientific 
Advisory Committee and operators, and I know of nothing we could 
do to speed these up. They are research items and as such no one can 
predict exactly what would be their degree of efficiency. So I couldn’t 
we a real prediction of what is going—how useful they are going 
to be. 

Q. Sir, do you think that their development will ease our worries 
on the question of secrecy ? 

A. Well, I say, I just can’t predict what the final results will be. 
Now, we do know this, right now. I believe, it’s either Tiros that is 
sending back constantly pictures on the cloud cover all around the 
earth, and that is admittedly a rather rough example of what might 
be done in photography. But this is being done constantly, and I 
don’t know how many thousands of photographs have been taken: and 
they send them back on command, 

3. Laurence H. Burp of The Chicago Tribune. Mr. President, !ast 
week you used the word “if” in connection with your trip to Russia. 
Have you changed any plans about that, or think you might? 

A. No, not at all. I have no idea, but you can never tell from one 
day to the other what is happening in this world, it seems, so I just 
said—“if”—and I put it in the positive sense, I think. I expect to go; 
put it that way. 

* * . . * * * 


5. Epwarp T. Foixiarp of the Washington Post and Times Herald. 
Mr. President, do you think the outlook for the summit conference 
has changed, or has been changed in the last week or so? 

A. Not decisively at all, no. 


* * * * * * * 


11. Merrman Smita of United Press International. Mr. President, 
quite aside from your comment about the U-2 plane episode, sir, I 
wonder if you could give us your reaction to a rather denunciatory 
speech made this morning, right ahead of the summit meeting, by the 
Russian Foreign Minister. Mr. Gromyko attributes to this country 
deeds and efforts which he said amount to dangerous ways of bal- 
ancing on the brink of war. He says that the United States has de- 
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liberately engaged in provocative acts in conjunction with some of our 
Allies. 

Now, with statements like this, do you still maintain a hopeful 
attitude toward the summit ? 

A. Well, I'd say yes. I have some hope, because these things have 
been said for many years, ever since World War IJ, and there is no 
real change in this matter. 

Now, if we—I wonder how many of you people have read the full 
text of the Abel trial, the record of the trial of Mr. Abel { Rudolph 
Abel, convicted Soviet spy.| Well, I think he was sentenced to thirty 
years. Now, this business of saying that you're doing things that are 
provocative, why, they had better look at their own record. And I'll 
tell you this: the United States and none of its Allies that I know of 
has engaged in nothing that would be considered honestly as provoca- 
tive. We are looking to our own security and our defense and we 
have no idea of promoting any kind of conflict or war. This is just, 
it’s absolutely ridiculous and they know it is. 

12. Henry N. Taytor of the Scripps-Howard Newspapers. Mr. 
President, sir, would it be trespassing on your request about the U-2 
to ask if you could tell us something about any possible Soviet recon- 
naissance flights over the Western part of the world, and our response 
to them, if any ? 

A. Well, I could just say this: as far as I know, there has never 
been any over the United States. 

* * ** * * * + 


15. Cuartes W. Roperts of Newsweek. Sir, in connection with the 
Abel trial which you mentioned—the Soviet Government in that case 
made no effort to defend Colonel Abel. I wonder if an American 
citizen were arrested by a foreign government and brought to trial 
as a spy, what the policy of this Government would be so far as his 
defense was concerned ? 

A. Well, we would certainly offer the good offices of our embassy, 
and see whether there was anything we could do. Of course, we 
would have to do it, it would be an internal matter there and we 
would have to do it with the permission of the other country. So 
far as I—I think that if there is anything wrong diplomatically with 
my answer, you had better ask the State Department, but I think that 
would be the result. 

* * a * * * ok 


17. Marvin L, Arrowsmirn of the Associated Press. Mr. President, 
you have said many times that you wouldn’t go to the summit under 
any threats or ultimatums. Yesterday, as you know, the Soviets in 
their note threatened retaliation against us if we continued to fly these 
planes over their territory. Do you regard that kind of threat as 
within the category you were speaking of? A. No. I think that you 
have to set that aside in a special category. I don’t believe it’s the 
kind of thing that you call an ultimatum ‘at all. 

18. Epwarp P. Morcan of American Broadcasting Co. Mr. Presi- 
dent, a point of clarification, Mr. President: Do we infer correctly that 
your prepared statement this morning is the final, complete and ulti- 
mate answer to your critics, friendly and hostile, on the subject? 
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A. I said that at this time I could see nothing useful more that I 
could say, so that’s where I stand at this moment. 
BS * * * * * * 


20. Joun Scaur of the Associated Press. Mr. President, you said 
in your initial statement that the Soviet account of the downing of 
this plane contained many discrepancies, and that there was reason 
to doubt that the plane was downed at a high altitude, as Mr. Khru- 
shchev claims. ; 

Can you tell us, sir, whether the Administration at some future time 
intends to expose these discrepancies, and can you at this time without 
violating what you have said, give us any more details about how we 
believe this plane actually came down in the Soviet Union ? 

A. Well, I don’t think I am—you raise a question that is really an 
auxiliary to the main issue, and so I don’t mind saying this: That, 
take the pictures themselves, we know that they were not, or we believe 
we know that they are not pictures of the plane that was downed, 
and there are other things in their statements. 

Now, I don’t know what’s going to happen in the future, but these 
things you can be sure will be carefully looked into. And, as again 
I say, I do not foreclose any kind of statement that in the future may 


necessary. I am saying that now I can see nothing more useful 
to say. 


* * “ * * * * 


23. RaymMonp P. Branopr of the St. Louis Post-Dispatch. In view 
of your emphasis on the—you might go back to the summit if you had 
to come back here, have you any idea how long the Paris meeting will 
go on, how long do you think it will take you to get to some agreement ? 

A. Well, I don’t know. But I just want to point this out: I hear 
that some, and I don’t know whether this is all of the others or not, 
but they do not like the simultaneous translations. Now, let us assume 
you have called an hour’s conference, and one of you, for example, 
wants to make a, let’s say, a ten-minute exposition. When you take 
seriatum translations, here is already a half hour of an hour’s con- 
ference gone, and you have had only ten minutes. 

Now, these are very slow and laborious things, and consequently 
the possibility of prophesying how long this thing is going to be is 
really remote. Now, for my part, I am perfectly ready to work as 
many hours as an individual human can to get this thing along the 
line, but I am prepared to go to this thing as long as there is any 
usefulness whatsoever promised, and even if I am called back, and I 
know I have one date for one twenty-four hours, I am still ready and 
prepared to go back. And that is what I have been trying to insist, 
that I am not making my own convenience and my own duties here the 
decisive thing as to how long this conference will last. 

24. Linnian Levy of the National Jewish Post and Opinion.—Mr. 
President, are any changes in the present borders of West Germany 
part of the German question to be discussed at the summit? I ask 
this, sir, because this issue has been raised by a responsible West Ger- 
man leader and member of Adenauer’s Cabinet who recently suggested 
that Germans be allowed to return to Sudetenland. 

A. I didn’t get the very first clause of your question. 
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Q. Well, what I asked—were boundaries going to be part of the 
German question to be raised ? 

A. Well, at this time we wouldn’t raise it. As a matter of fact, 
they’ve been living with these boundaries for a long time, and I would 
see at this moment no possibility of changing them except in methods 
that would be unacceptable, so, it might be raised by someone but 
Thave no plan to doit. 

Mr. ArrowsmirH. Thank you, Mr. President. 


10. ACCOUNT OF PREMIER KHRUSHCHEV’S INFORMAL 
NEWS CONFERENCE, MAY 11, 1960 


[From the New York Times, May 13, 1960] 


London, May 12 (Reuters) —Following is an account, issued today 
by Tass, Soviet press agency, of the informal news conference held 
yesterday in Moscow by Premier Khrushchev, incorporating a tran- 
script of the questions and his replies: 


Following the press conference given by Foreign Minister Andrei 

Gromyko, Soviet and foreign correspondents were invited to examine 
the exhibition of the fragments of the downed American plane. 
_ During their visit to the exhibition, the correspondents met Nikita 
Khrushchev, who, having examined the wreckage of the plane and 
talked to experts, was preparing to leave. The correspondents sur- 
rounded Nikita Khrushchev and a conversation ensued. 

The correspondents expressed satisfaction with having been given 
an opportunity of examining the fragments of the plane and the 
equipment and special apparatuses it carried. 

I see that you are satisfied with the press conference, Nikita Khru- 
shchev said. You must have got the answers to all your questions. 
I have already said that we intend to take to the Security Council the 
question of the aggressive intrusion of an American plane within the 
confines of our country. 

If the Security Council—on which, apparently, pressure will be 
exerted by the United States—does not take the right decision, we 
shall raise the matter in the United Nations General Assembly. 

Such aggressive actions by the United States of America are highly 
dangerous things. 

This danger is enhanced by the fact that in his statement of May 
9, the United States Secretary of State, Mr. Herter, not only sought to 
justify this act of aggression, but said also that the U.S. Government 
intended to continue such flights. 


“OPEN THREAT TO PEACE” 


This is an open threat to peace. We will shoot down such planes, 
and we will strike at the bases from which these planes will be sent to 
our country. You understand that if such aggressive actions con- 
tinue, this might lead to war. 


Question. May I ask you a question? one of the correspondents 
asked Nikita Khrushchev. 


Mr. Kurusucuev. Even two if you like. 





BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS ON SUMMIT CONFERENCE 25 


Q. You have probably noticed a placard among the fragments of 
the plane urging assistance to the pilot. What do you think its 
authors meant ? 

A. We assisted the pilot when he flew into our territory and gave 
him due welcome. If there are other such invited guests, we shall 
receive them just as hospitably as this one. We shall try him, try 
him severely as a spy. 

Q. How could all this affect the summit meeting ? 

A. Let those who sent this spy plane think over this question. 
Though they should have thought about the consequences beforehand. 
After. all, an aggression has been committed against our country. 
And we shall continue annihilating all the aggressors who dare raise 
a hand against us. You see how accurately our rocketeers shot down 
the plane without setting it on fire! The pilot is alive, the instru- 
mentation intact, in other words the material evidence is here for 
everyone to see. These are very skillful actions of our rocketeers. 
Weare very grateful to them for this. 


EFFECT ON SOVIET PUBLIC 


Q. Will this plane incident influence Soviet public opinion when 
Mr. Eisenhower comes to Moscow ? 

A. I would not like to be in Mr. Eisenhower’s place. I would not 
like to be asked the questions which might be put to him when he comes 
to the Soviet Union. I can only say: The Soviet people and our public 
are very polite, so there will be no excesses, but questions will be asked 
of course. 

I would put it this way: one person, namely, Mr. Herter, has helped 
the President particularly in this respect. 

At his press conference Herter made an outrageous statement! Far 
from feeling guilty and ashamed of aggressive actions, he justifies 
them and says that this will continue in the future. Only countries 
which are in a state of war can act in this way. 

We are not in astate of war with America. These aggressive actions 
and Herter’s statement are impudence, sheer impudence ! 

Herter’s statement has made us doubt the correctness of our earlier 
conclusions that the President, the American Government, did not 
know about the flights. Herter’s statement says that this intelligence 
plan was endorsed by the Government. 

The Americans, obviously, were compelled to say this because other- 
wise they would have had to bring Allen Dulles to account. Dulles, in 
turn, would have exposed the Government by saying that he carried 
out a plan approved by it and, consequently, endorsed by the head of 
me Government. I proceed from the statement that was made by 

erter. 

There was a time—I remember it from my young days—when many 
criminals and other suspicious elements roamed the world. These peo- 
ple resorted to a following trick: 

A bandit with a small boy would hide under a bridge and wait for 
someone to cross it. Then the bandit would send the boy to the passer- 
by and the boy would say: Hello, Mister, give me back my watch. 
The natural answer would be: “What’s that? Now run along!” Then 
the boy would insist: But look, Mister, this watch is mine. Why don’t 
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you give me back my watch? Then the armed bandit would appear, as 
though attracted by the noise of the argument, and tell the passer-by : 
W hy do you bully the boy? Give him back his watch and pass over 
your coat, too! 

The United States wants to live according to this law. But we are 
not defenseless passers-by. Our country is a strong and mighty state 
which can try its strength with it. Ifthe United States has not experi- 
enced yet a real war on its territory, has not experienced air raids, 
and if it wishes to unleash a war, we shall be compelled to fire rockets 
which will explode on the aggressor’s territory in the very first 
minutes of war. 

I say this because I have read Herter’s statement saying: “We are 
compelled to fly; it is the fault of the Soviet Union itself, because it 
does not give us access to its secrets, which we simply must know. 
This is why, if you please, we undertake such flights. After all, the 
President has said that the skies should be open—this is why we fly 
and shall go on flying, shall go on opening the skies.” 

How can an offic’ ial representative of a state speak in this way about 
another nation ! 

We do not live according to the laws of the United States. We have 
our own laws and this is why we shall make everyone on our territory 
respect these laws—and the violators will be thrashed ! 

I liked the article in the British newspaper Daily Worker, whose 
meaning was as follows: If we accept the philosophy which some 
people in the United States want to instill in the public, it will be some- 
thing like this—it is not the burglar that is guilty, but the owner of 
the house he broke into, because he locked it, , thereby compelling the 
burglar to break in. 

But this isa philosophy of thieves and bandits! 

I think that if world public opinion correctly realizes all the gravity 
of the situation and approaches this aggressive act of the United States 
policy with due responsibility, if everyone unanimously condemns this 
act, and if the United States Government no longer uses such methods 
with regard to other states, this will be a good “refreshing, so to say 
ozonizing, tendency in international relations. 

Reading American press reports these days, I see that excepting a 
few gangsters of the pen who are whitewashing this action, the abso- 
lute majority of people writing in the American press, including those 
who are notorious for their past unobjectiveness, are indignant. about 
this incident, regard it as perfidy with regard to the Soviet Union. 

It isa good sign. If you, newsmen, inform the public correctly, this 
incident, as very other incident, will finally be digested. After all, 
gentlemen, we must live in peace, and not only in peace but also in 
friendship. 

“TNCORRIGIBLE OPTIMIST” 


Q. Can one remain optimistic about the United States policy? 

A. I hold myself to be an incorrigible optimist. I regard the 
provocative flight of the American intelligence plane over our country 
not as a preparation for war, but as probing. They have now probed 
us and we boxed the nose of the “probers.” 

Some United States officials are making a big noise now. Let them! 
The Soviet Union is not Guatemala. They cannot send troops here. 
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We have means to cool down bandits, should they wish to use their 
brazen methods against us. If they behave in this way, they will 
get this calmative. 

Q. Mr. Khrushchev, has your estimate of President Eisenhower, 
which you gave upon your return from the United States, changed ? 

A. Wi ell, the statement issued by the United States Department 
of State in connection with the intelligence plane naturally alters 
my belief that the United States President had nothing to do with 
this affair. I did not know that such an intelligence plan existed in 
the United States and that it included a program of reconnoitering 
flights over the Soviet territory. 

It. follows from the statement of the Department of State, which 
was approved by the President, that flights of American intelligence 
planes over our country are not a whim of some irresponsible officer, 
but realization of a plan, prepared by Allen Dulles, leader of the 
Central Intelligence Agency, a department within the jurisdiction 
of the United States President. 

Mr. Herter admitted that the United States President had issued 
directives to collect various intelligence information by all possible 
means. On the basis of these directives, programs have been worked 
out and implemented, which, as Herter said, included large-scale 
observations from the air with the aid of aircraft and by means of 
penetrations. 

I want you to pay attention to this—by means of penetrations, 
that is by means of reconnoitering, spying ‘flights over the territory 
of a state with whom normal relations exist. 

And this plan was approved by the President. An unheard of 
action. And after all this I am expected to say: “What nice people 
you are.” That would mean lacking in self-respect. 

I would say that Mr. Herter has removed all wrappers. He has 
removed all the paint with which, as it were, they camouflaged, made 
up and applied cosmetical treatment to the policy of the imperialists 
of the United States. 

Now, through his statement, he has revealed the bestial, fear-inspir- 
ing face of imperialism. 

So what? It turns out that this face inspires no fear any longer. 
Such actions of the U.S.A. militarists are not inspired by the heroism 
of these masterminds, but by cowardice, 

Danger comes not from one who has command of one’s nerves and 
counts on one’s powers and possibilities, but from a coward who fears 
everything. 

I often read something like this: “Khrushchev claims that capi- 
talism will die. Isn’t this the reason why reconnaissance flights over 
the Soviet Union are made?” But it was not I who said it. It is 
Marx who explained this a hundred years ago. If Messrs. Capitalists 
consider that Marx is wrong, then this should console them, then 
there is nothing to lose one’s head ov + or show the white feather? 

Q. Did the Turkish, Pakistani and Norwegian authorities know 
about the provocative flight of the American plane? 

A. It is difficult for me to speak in the name of these countries, 
but I do grant that they did not know—the Americans are not ac- 
countable to them. I do not think that even the Prime Ministers 
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of the countries on whose territory American military bases are situ- 
ated are let inside those bases. 

The fault of such nations as Turkey or Pakistan is that they have 
joined aggressive blocs. The peoples saying on this score is “one sells 
one’s soul to the devil: before one has done so, one can be one’s own 
master, but after it is the devil that is the master.” That is how mat- 
ters are at present with Turkey, Pakistan and Norway. 

I warn you, Messrs. Foreign Journalists, don’t sell your souls to 
the devil, keep them to yourselves. You would do better by applying 
your energies to promoting the progress of society. The Communist 


ideas shape the most progressive and the most correct trend in the 
development of society. 

The best of Americans, such as John Reed, the author of “Ten Days 
That Shook the World,” grasped the great meaning of these ideas. 
John Reed was a very clever man. Yet he was not born Communist, 
but came to accept it during the October Revolution, and he died 
Communist. 

Some of you scribble stories against communism out of lack of wis- 
dom and understanding. May God forgive you for this. 

When I read the bourgeois journalists’ stories slandering Soviet 
realities and communism I get angry sometimes, but, on second 
thought, I say to myself: Not all the journalists are John Reeds. In- 
deed, they are ordinary men, hired by such publishers as Hearst, who, 
like spiders, seize a man and enmesh him in their web. 

And if such a journalist fails to supply slanders against commu- 
nism, what then, will Hearst, or any other publishing concern, need 


for him? Hearst will not keep such a correspondent for a single day. 


HEARST ARTICLE CRITICIZED 


I talked with Hearst twice. During our second conversation I teld 
him: “How is it that you told me one thing and wrote another?” And 
he replied : “Did I sum up the interview wrongly ?” 

I must do him justice: He summed up the essence of the talk more 
or less accurately, but his commentary to it misrepresented the whole 
meaning of it. 

I told him this, but he replied: But I am a capitalist, it is my own 
commentary that I give. Indeed, he isa capitalist, but most of you are 
not capitalists, nor will you ever be. So why have you got to serve 
capitalism ? 

My conviction is that all the roads lead to communism. Where else 
can they lead to? 

This is just what the American imperialists fear. This is why they 
get nervous, and fling themselves into reckless adventures. This shows 
they are not sure of their own system. 

The State Department of the United States says that all countries 
engage in spying. But the Soviet Union never sent its planes into the 
United States or any other countries for reconnaissance purposes, nor 
does it doso. If there have been any individual instances of our planes 
inadvertently violating the airspace of other countries—this has hap- 
pened on our frontier with Turkey and Iran—we have apologized to 
those countries and punished those responsible for such violations. 

We want to warn those who may try to send their spies into this 
country to think carefully of the consequences. 
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Q. Do you still want President Eisenhower to come to the Soviet 
Union? 

A. What shall I say? Take my place and say it for me. 

You see for yourselves what difficulties are cropping up. I am 
frank with you. You know my attitude to the President of the United 
States. I have often spoken about it. But my hopes have been some- 
what disappointed. I am a man and have human feelings. I am re- 
sponsible for the direction of the Soviet Government. 

You must understand that we Russians, we Soviet people, always 
go the whole hog: When we play, we play, and when we fight, we 

ght. So how can I now call on our people to turn out and welcome 
the dear guest that is coming to us. The people will say: Are you 
nuts? What kind of a dear guest is he who allows a plane to fly to us 
to spy? The American militarists who sent the aircraft on a spying 
mission over this country have put me, as one responsible for the ar- 
rangements for the United States President’s arrival in the U.S.S.R., 
in a very difficult position. 

Frankly speaking, I think the United States President understands 
this himself. 

Supposing, before my visit to the United States, we had sent such 
a plane over there and they had shot it down. One can imagine the 
kind of welcome I would have got from Americans. They would have 
met me according to my desserts. I think everybody understands 
that. 

One can guarantee, however, that during the President’s visit there 
will be no excesses. Our people are courteous; they let off steam in 
words, and will leave it to the Government to act. They will not 
indulge in any insulting actions. 

I think that American journalists and tourists feel now the con- 
straint and discipline of Soviet people. 

I have not heard of a single case of one of our people insulting an 
American. This is commendable. This speaks of the strong spirit of 
our people. 

Q. Will the flight of this plane come up at the summit ? 

A. It already is the subject of discussion all over the world. That 
is why I do not regard it at present as necessary to put this matter on 
the agenda of the summit conference. 

We are allowing for the fact that I alone will represent the Socialist 
countries at the conference while the Western powers will have three 
representatives there. But I do not think that two of these three 
approve of this aggressive, dangerous act of American brass hats. 

Apparently you wou'd like to know when I intend to fly to Paris. 
I intend to arrive in Paris, on May 14, a day or even two before the 
conference starts in order to get acclimatized a little. I like Paris, it’s 
a nice city. Well, and if others do not come—I mention this because 
some are threatening that the conference may not take place—then it 
will be clear that it is not. our fault that the conference did not take 
place. So we shall go to Paris! And if the conference does not take 
place? Well, we have lived without it for many years and will live 
for another hundred. 

It is not our country alone that is interested in the conference. All 
the world is interested in it. The peoples of all the world want inter- 
national tensions to relax, want a normalization of international rela- 
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tions. I believe our partners in the negotiations are as interested 
in the conference as the Soviet Union. Therefore the conference will 
depend upon our partners. 

We are ready. I intend to emplane for Paris on Saturday, May 14. 

Some diplomats take offense and say that Khrushchev, if you please, 
is indulging in too harsh expressions. I should like to have heard their 
reactions had a similar aggressive invasion been committed against 
their country. 

What do you expect of me, after all, that I should take off my hat 
and welcome this invasion? No, we shall meet gangsters the way they 
deserve. And this was a gangster, bandit raid. 

Have you seen here the “air sampling instruments?” How can 
the authors of the fib look into our eyes after it was exposed? True, 
we know the kind of eyes imperialists have. As the saying goes: 
“Spit in their eyes and they would keep saying: God’s dew.” 

Now you see that I did not tell the whole story deliberately at the 
Supreme Soviet session because we knew whom we were dealing with. 
We did not say at first that the pilot was alive, that the instruments 
were intact, that the plane did not explode. 

They believed that the pilot committed suicide, and now that he is 
alive the American press seriously reprimands the pilot for a breach 
of his instructions, for failure to commit suicide and surrendering 
instead. 

Some in the United States say that the pilot must be brought to 
trial for breaking the instructions and failing to destroy himself. 
Well, this is bestial talk. This is the ideology of imperialism. You, 
gentlemen, American journalists, you read newspapers, don’t you? 
This isa horrible thing. 


NOTE RECEIVED FROM U.S. 


Q. Did not the American Chargé d’Affaires ask for an interview 
with Powers? 

A. The Americans have sent us a note on this question and asked 
to be allowed to have an interview with him. But they themselves 
understand that this istoo much. The pilot.is now under investigation, 
he is a spy, isn’t he? So how can one speak about an interview with 
him? He must answer before our Soviet court. 

(. Does this mean that neither the Ambassador nor the Chargé 
d’A ffaires will be allowed to see Powers? 

A. I did not say that. Maybe they will, maybe they will not. We 
shall see later. I cannot reply to this question now because the in- 
vestigation is in progress. 

Q. “Will you regard as aggressive actions flights of aircraft of West- 
ern powers to Berlin after the signing of a peace treaty with Eastern 
Germany ¢ 

A. We have already made a statement in this connection. I re- 
peat: After the signing of a peace treaty with the German Democratic 
Republic, the status determined by the terms flowing from the mili- 
tary surrender for this territory will change. 

Since that moment the occupation of West Berlin will be over, al! 
eecess to Berlin which was based upon the surrender of Germany will 
cease from that moment. Then the German Democratic Republic 
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will exercise full control of its territory and will also control access to 
West Berlin, which is situated on its territory. 

If the German Democratic Republic comes to terms with the coun- 
tries concerned and will allow them to use the airspace, the waterways, 
the rail and highways, this will no longer be our business. That will 
be the business of the German Democratic Republic. That’s her 
sovereign right. 

Some say that the Western powers will force their way into West 
Berlin. 

I want to make it clear. If anyone tries to force his way, our mili- 
tary units stationed in the G. D. R. to safeguard peace will ‘counter the 
force of violators of peace with their own force, and let some hotheads 
in the West ponder what would come of that for them. 


DELAY IN VISIT SUGGESTED 


Q. Considering this aircraft incident and your attitude toward 
President Eisenhower, wouldn’t you prefer Eisenhower's visit to be 
put off ? 

A. We shall exchange views with the President on this question 
when we meet in Paris. We still want to find ways to improve re- 
lations with America, we want to have normal relations with the 
United States. And we believe that with time Soviet-American re- 
lations must grow into friendly relations between the peoples of our 
countries. 

That would be normal and that is what all normal people are striv- 
ing and will continue to strive for. 

Any more questions? In conclusion I have this to say, we deal 
harshly with those who invade the borders of our homeland, who vio- 
late our sovereignty. But we want to live in peace and friendship 
with all nations. I hope you will understand our attitude when we 
angrily condemn such aggressive actions. But we take a sober view of 
things and realize that even the sharpest polemics are better than war. 

This is why we shall do everything to have this strain relieved, shall 
do everything to normalize the international situation and to restore 
good relations with the United States if, of course, the United States 
also contributes to this. 

I should ask you to take this into account and not to write any- 
thing that could increase tension still further. What do you need it 
for? After all, you will be in for trouble if a war breaks out. A war 
does not bring happiness to anyone. 

During the past few days I have read many statements by Ameri- 
can Senators, Congressmen, businessmen, and I believe it is a good 
sign that many of them deplore this action of their Government. 

I believe it is a good sign that people do not lose their heads, that 
not everyone explains the matter as Herter has done. 


VISIT TO FRANCE HAILED 


Q. What would you like to wish the French people in connection 
with your trip to Paris? 

A. The French people have given me a good welcome, just as the 
American people, but, of course, I do not want to set one people off 
against the other. However, my visit to France was undertaken later 
and the impressions are therefore fresher. 
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I am very much pleased not only with the welcome given to me by the 
French people but also with the talks I had with President de Gaulle. 
As to the people, well, all the peoples want peace. Wars are started by 
the governments, while the aenilels lot is to spill their blood. This is 
why they all want peace. 

The French people also want peace. We fought against militarist 
Germany together with France. If war breaks out, and it can be 
unleashed by West Germany, Frenchmen will remember that they had 
a good ally in the past—the Soviet Union. This ally may come in 
handy again. But it is best we prevent war and be allies in the strug- 
gle for peace. 

I think it is time to end this impromptu press conference. 

Let me thank you, dear comrades and gentlemen, let me wish you 
success. 

Unfold the truth, the noble cause of peace, and you will earn the 
respect of your people. 


11. TEXT OF UNITED STATES NOTE TO THE SOVIET 
GOVERNMENT, MAY 12, 1960 


[Department of State press release No. 262] 


There follows the text of the note delivered on May 12, 1960, to the 
Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, in reply to 
the Soviet note of May 10,1960: 


The Embassy of the United States of America refers to the Soviet 
Government’s note of May 10 concerning the shooting down of an 
American unarmed civilian aircraft on May 1, and under instruction 
from its Government, has the honor to state the following. 

The United States Government, in the statement issued by the 
Department of State on May 9, has fully stated its position with 
respect to this incident. 

In its note the Soviet Government has stated that the collection of 
intelligence about the Soviet Union by American aircraft is a “cal- 
culated policy” of the United States. The United States Govern- 
ment does not deny that it has pursued such a policy for purely de- 
fensive purposes. What it cmbeatieutie does deny is that this policy 
has any aggressive intent, or that the unarmed U-2 flight of May 1 
was undertaken in an effort to prejudice the success of the forthcoming 
meeting of the Heads of Government in Paris or to “return the 
state of American-Soviet relations to the worst times of the cold war.” 
Indeed, it is the Soviet Government’s treatment of this case which, if 
anything, may raise questions about its intentions in respect to these 
matters. 

For its part, the United States Government will participate in the 
Paris meeting on May 16 prepared to cooperate to the fullest extent 
in seeking agreements designed to reduce tensions, including ef- 
fective safeguards against surprise attack which would make unneces- 
sary issues of this kind. 
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12. TRANSCRIPT OF “ABC’S COLLEGE NEWS CONFER- 
ENCE,” WITH GEORGE V. ALLEN, DIRECTOR, UNITED 
STATES INFORMATION AGENCY, MAY 15, 1960 


The ANNouncER. Here comes the future. From Washington, D.C., 
we present the Peabody Award-winning College News Conference, 
where the leaders of tomorrow meet the leaders of today. 

Here today to meet our panel of university reporters is the Hon- 
orable George V. Allen, Director of the United States Information 
Agency. Now here is our founder and moderator, Ruth Hagy. 

Miss Haey. Good afternoon and welcome to another weekly edi- 
tion of College News Conference. 

Mr. Allen, it is a great pleasure as always to have you back in 
our campus newsroom. 

Mr. Auten. Thank you. 

Miss Haey. I would like you to meet the students who are going 
to interview you at this time. From George Washington Law School, 
Chuck Manatt, who is the president of the National Federation of 
Young Democrats. From Trinity College, Martha Dodd, who is the 
daughter of the distinguished Senator from Connecticut, Senator 
Dodd. From Howard University, Timothy Jenkins, the president of 
the Student Council. From the University of Maryland, Sybil Rap- 
poport, the secretary of the student body. From Tufts University, 
David Jackson, who is a Sears, Roebuck Scholar who comes to us 
under the National Merit Scholarship program. He enjoys one of 
the fine scholarships given by many corporations in this country to 
enable many of our talented young people to continue with their 
education. 

Now, students, as you know Mr. Allen is a very distinguished diplo- 
mat and it is a good thing for us that he is because he is in a very 
hot seat today. This is the day before the beginning of the summit 
conference and Russia goes into this international poker game with a 
full house of cards. The advantage that they have gained from the 
downing of the U-2 plane and our subsequent admission that the plane 
was on a spying mission, and then the launching of a four-and-a-half- 
ton space satellite, today, five times larger than anything we have 
put into the air and more than three times larger than any of their 
previous launchings, carrying a dummy—not a man—and inciden- 
tally, this feat was predicted on this very program two weeks ago by 
Senator Henry Jackson who anticipated that on the eve of the sum- 
mit there would be another great space achievement by the Russians. 

And so you see, Mr. Allen, as our Number One public relations offi- 
cer and his agency who have the job of interpreting us to the rest of 
the world, find that on the eve of the summit they have indeed— 
they find us in a very precarious and a very delicate position with the 
Russians having scored these two coups. However, he has had a great 
deal of experience in handling all sorts of matters. He has been our 
Ambassador to Iran, to India and Nepal, to Yugoslavia and to Greece. 
He has been Assistant Secretary of State for both Public Affairs and 
for Near Eastern Affairs. I am sure that he will be able to handle 
this one. 
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Who has the first question for him ? 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr, Allen, given that your agency has the unique 
responsibility of interpreting our foreign policy in its most favorable 
light abroad, I wonder how you intend to vindicate the U.S. position 
on this spy incident ¢ 

Mr. Auxen. Let me say right off, that the responsibility of my 
agency is to try to represent the United States as honestly and as 
fairly as we can. Your implication that we try to put as favorable 
an aspect on the United States carries more of the connotation that 
we are merely trying to present the good side and hide the bad side. 
That is not the philosophy of the U.S. Information Agency. I must 
emphasize and say in all genuineness that we try to present the United 
States as honestly and as fairly as we can. 

Insofar as the recent events are concerned, we have played them 
right straight down the middle just as straight as we know how to 
play them. 

Miss Rappororr. Well, Mr. Allen, what have the reactions been 
abroad? How has our explanation been accepted by the foreign 
peoples ? 

Mr. Atien. You refer to the U-2 incident, of course ? 

Miss Rappororr. Yes. 

Mr. Aten. Reactions abroad—again I am going to be just as 
honest and frank as I possibly can—have mainly centered around 
three things: One of them is somewhat favorable; two of them are 
somewhat unfavorable. The rather favorable side has been a very 
considerable amount of comment abroad, of understanding of the 
necessity of the United States and the free world in general, to try 
its best to find out what is going on behind the Tron Curtain. 

There is a very general concern about getting more information 
and an understanding of efforts on the part of the United States to 
try to do it. Furthermore in that same line there has been a rather 
considerable amount of appreciation for the fact that the United 
States was capable of carrying out. activities of this kind. 

The two unfavorable aspects: First, the confusion, shall I say, 
of the announcements that came out of Washington on the subject 
and not only the original announcement saying that the plane was 
on a weather mission, but subsequent announcements which need some 
clarification here today, I think, concerning our right to carry out 
activities of this kind which have caused dismay in various foreign 
circles. 

But the other unfavorable aspect is the wide concern on the part of 
people in many countries abroad lest this affect adversely the chances 
of the suecess of the summit. Most of them around the world are 
hoping very much that the summit will find some measure of success, 
and this has eaused dismay. 

Mr. Manarr. Mr. Allen, who is the person in authority who au- 
thorized the original statement that this was a weather plane? 

Mr. Arten. That was a spontaneous reply, as a matter of fact. 
It was already prepared, according to circumstances which were fore- 
seen and it was just almost a, I think, a pushbutton reply. As far 
as the actual reply made, it was made by the spokesman for the 
State Department, Mr. Lincoln White. I spoke to Lincoln White 
yesterday and he said he gave out exactly the honest information he 
had in his hand from his reports from the field. 
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Mr. Manartr. Don’t you believe, sir, this will prove very unfortunate 
to involve NASA in something like this when our complete intentions 
were to divorce it from the military area and to bring the civilian areas 
into space much more ? 

Mr. Auten. That is an unfortunate aspect of it, yes. 

Miss Haey. May I clarify one point that I think has people con- 
fused. The officials of NASA who gave out this information were 
acting in good faith, were they not? They were under the impression 
that this was a weather plane, that this was a weather mission, this 
reconnaisance mission? Or were they in on the deception ? 

Mr. Auten. That is getting into more details with regard to inside 
operations than I think I ought to try to comment on in all frankness. 
At the same time I will say this, that I know that the spokesman of the 
State Department who gave out the information was acting in entirely 
good faith when he po that it was a weather plane. 

Now your immediate question is, Doesn’t this embarrass us by 
getting NASA involved in military operations! It does, I think. On 
the other hand let me remind you that the United States has been in the 
forefront from the beginning on the whole question of space, of trying 
our level best in every international conference that we have had, in 
the United Nations and in our talks with the Russians, and so forth, to 
make outer space an international operation, with cooperation—we 
have gone very far in offering to have internal space supervised—outer 
space supervised by multilateral operation. We are perfectly ready 
to go in with the Russians and anybody else in an international opera- 
tion on space, just as we have been ready to go in with the Russians on 
an open-skies proposal for over-flights by airplanes. We have been 
pressing for this kind of agreement since—well, since the United 
Nations started. 

Miss Dopp. Mr. Allen, as a propaganda specialist, what do you think 
Mr. Khrushchev will do with the pilot of the plane? 

Mr. Auten. That is hard to predict. I have seen some suggestion 
that he may present him at the summit meeting as a sort of a gesture. 
I don’t know. I would doubt that. Judging by the background, I 
would guess that he would probably hold him as a card close to his 
chest for a while. 

Miss Dopp. Well, if he does put him up for trial, how far do you 
think the United States should back the pilot ? 

Mr. Auten. We should do everything possible to see that he gets a 
fair and honest trial. That means, of course, through diplomatic pro- 
cedures. I want to emphasize this: A lot has been said about the fact 
that this man was a spy and caught spying and so forth. There are a 
lot of different definitions of “spying” and I don’t want to try to 
quibble, but I do think I ought to point this out and that more people 
ought to recall it: When he went down he told exactly what his mis- 
sion was and exactly what he was expected to do, and he was under 
instruction to do that. He wasn’t wearing a false mustache ard a 
cloak and dagger and that sort of business that you usually think of 
as a spy pretending that he is somebody that he isn’t. He gave an 
honest report of what his mission is and I think that ought to be re- 
called by everybody concerned. 

Mr. Semmeaan Premier Khrushchev last week sent formal protests 
to. the. countries that based the. U-2’s in Europe and in Asia. Presi- 
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dent Eisenhower also stated that in event of Russian intervention 
we would go to the aid of our allies. Already Norway has lodged 
a formal protest with the United States for using Norwegian bases 
for these flights. How can our allies give much credence to such a 
pronouncement from the President when they see our continual back- 
ing off in the Israeli-Egypt dispute over the use of the Suez Canal 
when we stated that we would go to Israel’s aid to get free use of 
the Suez Canal and we have continually backed off on that? 

Mr. Auten. We never said we would use Marines or the Navy or the 
Army to help Israel get through the Suez Canal. We have every 
time the question has come up in the United Nations. or os 
else, we have expressed our views very forcibly and very strongl Y 
that the Suez Canal ought to be open to the peaceful shipping of all 
nations. 

Mr. Jackson. But don’t we have a moral commitment to Israel to 
make sure that it is? 

Mr. Auten. When you say “make sure” does that mean go to war? 
That is the usual point of what you are talking about. When yau 
are saying: “You can’t believe in us because we say that we have a 
moral commitment to see that Israel gets through the Suez Canal,” 
we have never said that we would go to war to assure that Israel would 
get through the Suez Canal. 

Miss Rappoport. I would like to get back to the unfavorable re- 
uction of which you spoke before about the U.S. right. 

The United States has maintained that this spying was sort of a 
necessary evil. Yet Mr. Allen, as a member perhaps of the younger 
generation I would like to know your opinion of the example of 
morality that is being set by the United States Government in justi- 
fying this breaking of international law. 

Mr. Atten. The international law being the encouragement of an 
airnlane over the Soviet territory or the spying? 

Miss Rapporort. Espionage. 

Mr. Aten. The espionage part of it. 

Are you suggesting for reasons of morality that the United States 
ourht to vet completely out of any espionage business ? 
ot Rappoport. I would like to know your opinion on the morality 
of it 

Mr. Auten. That is a very fair question. I wish very much, Sybil, 
that we could. Nothing would please me better. If we had a world 
which would permit that. I think, as a matter of fact, that we have 
gone a far way towards an open society in proposals which we have 
made, such as those which President Eisenhower made in 1955 in 
which he not only offered to the Soviet Union but urged the Soviet 
Union to get rid of this closed society, this suspicion and these Tron 
Curtains that are goine to prevent people from finding out. Let the 
planes flv onenine. The United States has been in the forefront in 
urring that kind of a result. 

Miss Rappoporr. If you say therefore because of this tightness of 
the iron curtain there is a need for these reconnaissance flights in or- 
der to penetrate it, then why did the Government admit it, thus jeo- 
pardizing future security of the United States? 

Mr. Atten. That isa very important question and T have been very 
much interested and I may say quizzical about a — many com- 
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ments that I have seen on that very subject. Damning the United 
States for having admitted that the plane was flying over Soviet ter- 
ritory for the purpose of obtaining information about the Soviet 
Union. I must say right here that ‘I think that that was one of the 
most important things that has been done in this whole field of trying 
to build an open society. The frank admission on the part of the 
United States that we did it. 

Now a lot of people will say: “You didn’t do it until your hand was 
forced,” and all that kind of matter, but I must emphasize that I think 
this admission—yes, we were trying to get information to guard this 
nation against surprise attack. We have gone through Pearl Harbor, 
we have submitted to surprise attack and where there is a great area 
of the world where there is no other means of finding out what is 
going on, the United States has said: “Yes, we are going to try—we 
have a right to try to get information as best we can.” 

Let me say just one more thing—I know you want to ask questions; 
I don’t want to take too much time on my own, but there has been a 
great misunderstanding that I would like to correct, today: Mr. Her- 
ter, the Secretary of State, has not said that we are going to continue 
to fly. He has said that there is an obligation and a responsibility on 
the part of the government of the United States and of the free world 
to try to obtain information to guard against surprise attack. But he 
has not said that we are going to continue to fly. He hasn’t said one 
way or another. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Allen, you seem to express confidence in the vir- 
tue of our admission, on moral grounds, but now the consideration 
of this admission in terms of jeopardizing the position of our allies, 
Given that the Russian statement is that there is a possibility of mis- 
sile retaliation, do you recognize that this is a thing which might com- 
promise the virtue of our open admission ? 

Mr. Auten. Timothy, I didn’t justify our admission on moral 
grounds, no. I said that in my opinion, this is one step towards the 
general concept of an open society—open skies. I am not saying 
whether it is moral or immoral. I am just saying tliat in my opinion 
is a step in that general direction. 

Mr. Jenxins. But considering the practicality of our allies being 
very much involved in our making such an admission, namely that 
the planes took off probably from their territories, doesn’t this seri- 
ously jeopardize their position, in juxtaposition to the Soviet Union? 

Mr. AuuENn. Yes, that is one of the very difficult problems of this 
whole situation of the U-2, is this situation of our allies. There again 
I am quite frank to say here that it is perfectly obvious—I am not 
telling any secrets when I say that our allies are naturally going to 
be much more concerned from now on. It is quite natural that they 
would be, about the actions taken from airbases in their territory. 

On the other hand, in keeping with the same idea of trying to 
develop open skies, I believe that we will have the support of the 

naa free world in the direction, in the trend in which the United 

tates is trying to go. | al 

Miss Hacy. Mr. Allen, you have used the term “open societies” 
now, twice. I wonder if you would perhaps elaborate on this. ; We 
have heard about President Eisenhower’s open skies plan whiclr he 
presented, before the United Nations: and; which presumably he is 
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taking to the summit conference in a revised form. Could you tell 
us something about how the open society differs from open skies? 

Mr. Aten. Well, the open society is a new and enlarged phrase 
but it grows out of the idea that we are going to get away from the 
seclusion and secrecy of every military action salialienscomhith we 
offer opportunity for Soviet slabs to fly over the United States, take 
photographs, see anything they want to, that is open skies. All we 
ask is that we be able to do the same. 

If you can take that step, then perhaps you might get towards 
the idea of societies being open. That is laboratories, combined tests 
for atomic explosions, things of that sort. We are trying to build. 
We want to encourage the Russians to come in with us, to investigate 
the explosion of atomic energy underground, in tests to see how the 
seismographic implements can detect it. All those sorts of things. 

Mr. Manatrt. Mr. Allen, in preparation for the summit meetin 
we have had in a few short weeks the announcement that Vice Presi- 
dent Nixon may go to the summit, we have had the announcement 
of the reconvening of underground nuclear testing and also the U-2 
plane incident. 

I am wondering, do any members of our government in reference to 
the people in preparing for the summit consult with you in relation 
to, for example, the nuclear testing statement, and what effect this 
will have on the rest. of the world and what effect it will have on the 
summit meeting ? 

Mr. Auten. I must say that I was not consulted with regard to the 
nuclear testing statement, but I want to emphasize here again that 
oftentimes these statements are—the impression in the public mind is 
what they see in a headline. We haven’t said we are going to start 
resuming nuclear weapons testing at all. We have offered to the 
Russians an opportunity to participate with us in examining how 
nuclear testing, nuclear explosions underground, can be detected 
through improved seismographic instrumentation. 

Now that is quite a different thing from the general idea that we 
have suddenly said we are going to start resuming: 

Miss Haey. That is perfectly true, Mr. Allen. It took a whole week 
for the true picture of this resumption of tests to become clear. 

Now isn’t it a part of the obligation to make sure that the original 
statements are presented with such accuracy that there is not a chance 
of this harm being done to us in a propaganda and public opinion 
way? Shouldn’t they consult with you in the method of presentation 
so that it doesn’t take a whole week for a refutation to penetrate? 

Mr. Aten. I think perhaps I will have to agree with you although 
I must say no amount of consulting with me will determine how 
American newspapers are going to write their headlines. 

Mr. Jackson. I would like to get back to the “open society” for a 
moment. Don’t you agree that before any meaningful open society 
may be attained there must be a government by law and not of force 
implemented by men? 

Mr, Attzn. In each nation, do you mean, or in the world? 

Mr. Jackson. In the wor'd. 

Mr, Atren. In the world. 

Yes. That opens un a very much larger auestion. We have to 
achieve a government of laws in the world, a rule of law in the world; 
yes, very definitely. 
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Mr. Jackson. Then don’t you think that we are slightly hypocritical 
in our outlook towards international law? We will take the decisions 
of the World Court when they are favorable to us or we will accept 
their decisions. If we don’t accept their decisions, we won’t abide by 
them. We will break international law when it can be justified for our 
mutual security. 

Mr. Atuen. You have it almost right. What our position is under 
the Connally Amendment, we will not accept the jurisdiction of the 
World Court if we consider that it is a part of our internal matters 
and therefore we keep the decision as to whether we will allow a case 
to go to the World Court or not. I couldn’t agree with you more. I 
think that we ought to build up the international court in every Way 
we possibly can. That is the smallest little step we can take. We 
ought, in my opinion—I don’t have any hesitation in stating it right 
here as st rongly as I can—that the first and smallest step is to accept 
the jurisdiction of the international court. 

Mr. Jenkins. Don’t we in effect, then, by positing such a rule of 
expediency undercut the real significance of any such meeting at the 
summit, where four men are going to sit down in the center of Europe 
and decide the world’s problems with absolute criteria by which they 
shall operate in making their decisions? We have no common accept- 
ance on a legal theory, which should be operative between nations. 
And at the last summit conference it was the policy of the USLIA to 
present this as a very favorable meeting which had accomplished 
many significant gains. 

Now when we view this in the light of the summit conference coming 
on, haven't we actually by the mere admission that this is not the re: al 
means for arriving at settlements, undercut the significance of such 
a meeting ? 

Mr. Arien. I am not quite certain, Timothy—let me try to say 
what I think you mean. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Or will there be any attempt of USIA to bring out 
of this meeting things which are significant ? Would those things 
which are significant really be pertinent to the solutions of peace 
for our soc iety ¢ 

Mr. Atxen. Well, I think the summit meeting has possibilities of 
finding things that would add towards the peace of the world; yes. 

Miss Hacy. Are you optimistic about it ? 

Mr. Auten. Unfortunately—I wish I were. I think it is possible 
that the summit meeting—I am just guessing, now, but it seems to 
me it has the most likely chance of accomplishment in the field of 
new instructions to the disarmament negotiators. I wish I could be 
optimistic. 

Your point, I think, Timothy, is why do we have summit meetings 
if we agree that a rule of law in the world is what is needed. The 
rule of Jaw in the world is what we are heading towards, but we 
have to take an awful lot of steps in between time in every direction 
possible in order to achieve that rules of law. 

Mr. Manarr. Mr. Allen, you have said, I believe, in the past that 
executive initiative and positive programs make the best propaganda 
in themselves, new ideas, new things we are doing. 
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What new programs or new ideas is President Eisenhower taking to 
the summit with him other than the warmed-over version of the open 
skies announcement of five years ago ? 

Mr. Aten. President Eisenhower will announce that tomorrow at 
the meeting. It certainly wouldn’t be proper for me to tell you today 
what he is going to say tomorrow. 

Miss Raprorort. I would like to ask something about this morning’ ’s 
news story about the satellite being launched yesterday by the Soviets. 
You rec ently said that we had caught up with the propaganda gains 
of the Russians in space. Doesn’t this now put them out once more 
ahead of us in propaganda, and how does your agency counteract this? 

Mr. AuLEN. Putting earth satellites up is always going to be a kind 
of a seesaw thing. The Russians have a big jump today in putting up 
a four-ton satellite. It is by far the largest that has ever been put up 
and it is an important step towards evenually putting a man in space. 

I am the first to recognize that. Although I will remind you, and 
our listeners, that until this morning the only earth satellites going 
around the earth were American. There were five of them. The only 
ones today that are sending back information from outer space are 
American. Five of them are still radioing back. The amount of in- 
formation we have given to the world on space, on the dimensions of 
space and what goes on out there has been, I’d say, almost ten to one 
American against Russian. 

Miss Hacy. Nevertheless, if they succeed in putting a man into space 
before we do—and it looks now as though they might with this trial 
test that they have just launched this morning—will that not give them 
a great propaganda advantage ? 

Mr. Auten. Yes, it will. It will certainly give them a great propa- 
ganda advantage, but I wouldn’t—as a propagandist I wouldn’t pro- 
pose that we put up a man there until we are pretty sure that we can 
get him back—absolutely sure. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Allen, it is a conceded fact that we are now fourth 
with respect to overseas broadcasting. 

Mr. Auten. In factor of time on the air, yes. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Yes. It is also a surprising fact that many of the 
major auto manufacturers invest more in public relations than we do 
as a whole country. I wonder then what you have to say about the 
probabilities of an increase in the budget out of this year’s Congress ? 

Mr. Auten. We are asking for a small increase this year. I hope 
and believe we will get it. 

Miss Hacy. Thank you very much. We are going to have to con- 
clude on that note, sir, because our time has just run out. It is all too 
short when we have so many interesting things to talk about with you. 

Thank you, students, for: your interesting questions. We would like 
to invite all of you at home to join us again next week when our guest 
will be Governor G. Mennen Williams, of Michigan, and until then, 
goodby and a good week from Ruth Hagy and the college news 
correspondents of College News Conference. 

The Announcer. College News Conference is created and produced 
by Ruth Hagy. Assistant producer, Johanne Curran. This program 
was directed by Richard Armstrong and originated in Washington, 


D.C. 
This has been a presentation of ABC Public Affairs. 
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13. TEXT OF PREMIER KHRUSHCHEV’S STATEMENT AT 
PARIS SUMMIT CONFERENCE, MAY 16, 1960 


[From the New York Times, May 17, 1960] 


Paris, May 16 (Reuters)—Following are the text, in unofficial 
translation, of a statement made by Premier Khrushchev of today’s 
session of the summit conference and made public by the Soviet 
Union. 

President de Gaulle. 

Prime Minister Macmillan. 

President Eisenhower. 

Permit me to address you with the following statement : 

A provocative act is known to have been committed recently with 
regard to the Soviet Union by the American Air Force. It consisted 
in the fact that on May 1 a United States military reconnaissance air- 
craft invaded the Soviet Union while executing a specific espionage 
mission to obtain information on military and industrial installations 
on the territory of the U.S.S.R. After the aggressive purpose of its 
flight became known, the aircraft was shot down by units of the Soviet 
rocket troops. Unfortunately, this was not the only case of aggressive 
and espionage actions by the United States Air Force against the 
Soviet Union. 

Naturally, the Soviet Government was compelled to give appro- 
priate qualification to these acts and show up their treacherous nature, 
which is incompatible with the elementary requirements of the main- 
tenance of normal relations between states in time of peace, not to 
speak of its being in gross contradiction to the task of lessening inter- 
national tension and creating the necessary conditions for the fruitful 
work of the summit conference. This was done both in my speeches at 
the session of the Supreme Soviet of the U.S.S.R. and in a special note 
of protest sent tothe United States Government. 

At first, the United States State Department launched the ridiculous 
version that the American plane had violated the borders of the 
U.S.S.R. by accident and had no espionage or sabotage assignments. 
When irrefutable facts clearly proved the falsity of this version, the 
United States State Department on May 7, and then the Secretary of 
State on May 9, stated on behalf of the United States Government that 
American aircraft made incursions into the Soviet Union with mili- 
tary espionage aims in accordance with a program endorsed by the 
United States Government and by the President personally. 

Two days later, President Eisenhower himself confirmed that exe- 
cution of flights of American aircraft over the territory of the Soviet 
Union had been and remained the calculated policy of the United 
States. The same was declared by the United States Government in 
a note to the Soviet Government on May 12. Thereby the United 
States Government is crudely flouting the universally accepted stand- 
ards of international law and the lofty principles of the United Nations 
Charter, under which stands the signature of the United States of 
America also. 

INDIGNATION WAS VOICED 


The Soviet Government and the entire people of the Soviet Union 
met these declarations of leading statesmen of the U.S.A. with indig- 
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nation, as did every honest man and woman in the world who displays 
concern for the destinies of peace. 

Now, at a time when the leaders of the Governments of the four 
powers are arr iving in Paris to take part in the conference, the ques- 
tion arises of how is it possible productively to negotiate and examine 
the questions confronting the conference when the United States Gov- 
ernment and the President himself have not only failed to condemn 
this provocative act—the intrusion of the American military aircraft 
into the Soviet Union—but, on the contrary, have declared that such 
actions will continue to be state policy of the U. S. A. with regard to 
the Soviet Union. 

How can agreement be sought on the various issues that require 
a settlement with the purpose of easing tension and removing sus- 
picion and mistrust among states when the Government of one of the 
great powers declares bluntly that its policy is intrusion into the 
territory of another great power with espionage and sabotage pur- 
poses and, consequently, the heightening of tension in relations : among 
states ? 

It is clear that the declaration of such a policy, which can be pur- 
sued only when states are in a state of war, dooms the summit confer- 
ence to complete failure in advance. 

We, naturally, take note of the declaration by the United States 
Government of such a policy and state that in the event of a repeated 
intrusion by American aircraft into the Soviet Union we shall shoot 
these planes down. 

The Soviet Government reserves the right in all such cases to take 
the appropriate retailatory measures against those who violate the 
state sovereignty of the U.S.S.R. and engage in such espionage and 
sabotage regarding the Soviet Union. The U.S.S.R. Government re- 
iterates that, with regard to those states that, by making their territory 
available for American military bases, become accomplices in aggres- 
sive actions against the U.S. S. R., the appropriate measures will also 
be taken, not excluding a blow against these bases. 

In this connection it is impossible to ignore the statement by Presi- 
den Eisenhower to the effect that under the threat of a peace treaty 
with the German Democrat Republic he could not take part in the 
summit conference, though what he called a threat was merely a decla- 
ration by the Soviet Government of its firm resolve to do away with 
the vestiges of war in Europe and conclude a peace, and thus to bring 
the situation—particularly in West Berlin—in line with the require- 
ments of life and the interests of insuring the peace and security of 
the European nations. 

How then can the Soviet Government take part in negotiations 
under conditions of an actual threat emanating from the United 
States Government, which declared that it would continue to violate 
the U.S.S.R. borders and that American urcraft had flown and 
would continue to fly over the Soviet Union’s territory? The United 
States Government has thereby declared its intention to continue 
unheard of and unprecedented actions directed against the sovereignty 
of the Soviet state, which constitutes a sacred and immutable prin- 
ciple in international relations. 
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“OVERT AND HONEST POLICY” 


From all this it follows that for the success of the conference it is 
necessary that the Governments of all the powers represented at it 
pursue an overt and honest policy and solemnly declare that they will 
not undertake any actions against one another ‘which amount to viola- 
tion of the state sovereignty of the powers. 

This means that if the United States Government is re: illy ready to 
cooperate with the Governments of the other powers in the interests 
of maintaining peace and strengthening confidence between states it 
must, firstly, condemn the inadmissible provocative actions of the 
United States Air Force with regard to the Soviet Union and, sec- 
ondly, refr ain from continuing such actions and such a policy against 
the U.S.S.R. in the future. 

It goes without saying that in this case the United States Govern- 
ment cannot fail to call to strict account those who are directly guilty 
of the deliberate violation by American aircraft of the state borders 
of the U.S.S.R. 

Until this is done by the United States Government, the Soviet 
Government sees no possibility for productive negotiations with the 
United States Government at the summit conference. It cannot be 
among the participants in negotiations where one of them has made 

treachery the basis of his policy with regard to the Soviet Union. 

If, under the obtaining conditions, the Soviet Government were to 
participate in negotiations clearly doomed to failure, it would thereby 
become a part to the deception of the nations, which it has no intention 
of becoming. 

It stands to reason that if the United States Government were to 
declare that in the future the United States will not violate the 
state borders of the U.S.S.R. with its aircraft, that it deplores the 
provocative actions undertaken in the past and will punish those 
directly guilty of such actions, which would assure the Soviet Union 
equal conditions with other powers, I, as head of the Soviet Govern- 
ment, would be ready to participate in the conference and exert all 
efforts to contribute to its success. 

As a result of the provocative flights of American military aircraft 
and, above all, as a result of such provocative flights being declared 
national policy of the United States of America for the future regard 
to the Socialist countries, new conditions have appeared in interna- 
tional relationships. 

Naturally, under such conditions, we cannot work at the conference ; 
we cannot because we see the positions from which it is intended to 
talk with us: under the threat of aggressive reconnaissance flights. 
Espionage flights are known to be undertaken with reconnaissance 
purposes with the object of starting a war. We, therefore, reject the 
conditions the United States of America is creating for us. We can- 
not participate in any negotiations and in the solution of even those 
questions which have already matured; we cannot because we see 
that the United States has no desire to reach a settlement, 
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“DECEPTION” IS RULED OUT 


It is considered to be a leader in the Western countries. Therefore, 
the conference would at present be a useless waste of time and a decep- 
tion of the public opinion of all countries. I repeat, we cannot under 
the obtaining situation take part in the negotiations. 

We want to participate in the talks only on an equal footing, with 
equal opportunities for both one and the other side. 

We consider it necessary for the peoples of all the countries of the 
world to understand us correctly. The Soviet Union is not renouncing 
efforts to achieve agreement. And we are sure that reasonable agree- 
ments are possible, but, evidently, not at this but at another time. 

For this, however, it is necessary first of all that the United States 
admits that the provocative policy it has declared by a policy of “un- 
restricted” flights over our country is to be condemned and that it 
rejects it and admits that it has committed aggression and admits that 
it regrets it. 

The Soviet Government is deeply convinced that if not this Govern- 
ment of the United States then another, if not another then the next 
one would understand that there is no other way out but peaceful 
coexistence of two systems, capitalist and Socialist. Either peaceful 
coexistence or war, which will result in a disaster for those who are 
pursuing aggressive policy. 


PEACEFUL LINKS STRESSED 


Therefore, we think that some time should be allowed to elapse 


so that the questions that have arisen should settle and so that those 
responsible for the determining of the policies of a country would 
analyze what kind of responsibility they placed upon themselves, 
having declared an aggressive course in their relations with the Soviet 
Union and other Socialist countries. Therefore, we would think that 
there is no better way out than to postpone the conference of the heads 
of government for approximately six to eight months. 

The Soviet Union on its part, will not lessen its effort to reach an 
agreement. I think that public opinion will correctly understand our 
position, will understand that we were deprived of the possibility to 
participate in these negotiations. 

However, we firmly believe in the necessity of peaceful coexistence 
because to lose faith in peaceful coexistence would mean to doom man- 
kind to war, would mean to agree with the inevitability of wars, and 
under the circumstances it is known what disasters would be brought 
by a war toall nations on our planet. 

I wish to address the people of the United States of America. I was 
in the U.S.A. and met there with various sections of the American 
people and I am deeply convinced that all the strata of the American 
people do not want war. An exception constitutes but a small frantic 
group in the Pentagon and, supporting it, militarist quarters that 
benefit from the armaments race, gaining huge profits, which disre- 
gard the interests of the American people and in general the interests 
st peoples of all countries, and which pursue an adventurous 

icy. 

We express gratitude to President de Gaulle for the hospitality and 
rendering us the possibility to meet in Paris, the capital of France. 
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We also appreciate the efforts of the Government of Great Britain and 
Prime Minister Macmillan personally. 

We regret that this meeting has been torpedoed by the reactionary 
circles of the United States of America by provocative flights of 
American military planes over the Soviet Union. 

We regret that this meeting has not brought about the results 
expected by all nations of the world. 

#t the disgrace and responsibility for this rest with those who have 
proclaimed a bandit policy toward the Soviet Union. 


ISSUE OF EISENHOWER VISIT 


As is known, President Eisenhower and I have agreed to exchange 
visits. Last September, I made such visit to the U.S.A. We were 
greatly gratified by that visit, the meetings and talks we had in the 
United States, and for all this we expressed our appreciation. 

The President of the U.S.A. was to make a return visit to our coun- 
try. Our agreement was that he would come to us on June 10, And 
we were being prepared to accord a good welcome to the high guest. 

Unfortunately, as a result of provocative and aggressive actions 
against the U.S.S.R., there have been created now such conditions 
when we have been deprived of a possibility to receive the President 
with the proper cordiality with which the Soviet people receive wel- 
come guests. At present, we cannot express such cordiality to the 
President of the U.S.A. since, as the result of provocative flights of 
American military planes with reconnaissance purposes, there are 
created conditions clearly unfavorable for this visit. 

The Soviet people cannot and do not want to be sly. That is why 
we believe that at present the visit of the President of the U.S.A. to 
the Soviet Union should be postponed and agreement should be 
reached as to the time of the visit when the conditions for the visit 
would mature. Then the Soviet people will be able to express proper 
cordiality and hospitality toward the high guest representing the 
great power with which we sincerely want to live in peace and friend- 
ship. 

I believe that both President Eisenhower and the American people 
will understand me correctly. 

The Soviet Government states that on its part it will continue to do 
its utmost to facilitate the relaxation of international tension, to facili- 
tate the solution of problems that still divide us today. In that we 
shall be guided by the interests of strengthening the great cause of 


peace on the basis of peaceful coexistence of states with different social 
systems. 





14. TEXT OF EISENHOWER STATEMENT FOLLOWING 
THE SUMMIT CONFERENCE MEETING ON MAY 16, 1960 


[Department of State press release No. 271, May 17, 1960] 
Following is the text of the statement by President Eisenhower, 
following the May 16 meeting of the Four Heads of Government: 


Having been informed yesterday by General de Gaulle and Prime 
Minister Macmillan of the position which Mr. Khrushchev has taken 
in regard to this Conference during his calls yesterday morning on 
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them, I gave most careful thought as to how this matter should best be 
handled. Having in mind the great importance of this Conference 
and the hopes that the peoples of all the world have reposed in this 
meeting, I concluded that in the circumstances it was best to see if at 
today’s private meeting any possibility existed through the exercise 
of reason and restraint to dispose of this matter of the overflights, 
which would have permitted the Conference to go forward. 

I was under no illusion as to the probability of success of any such 
approach but I felt that in view of the great responsibility resting on 
me as President of the United States, this effort should be made. 

In this I received the strongest support of my colleagues, President 
de Gaulle and Prime Minister Macmillan. Accordingly, at this morn- 
ing’s private session, despite the violence and inaccuracy of Mr. Khru- 
shchev’s statements, I replied to him on the following terms: 

I had previously been informed of the sense of the statement just 
read by Premier Khrushchev. 

In my statement of May 11 and in the statement of Secretary Her- 
ter of May 9 the position of the United States was made clear with 
respect to the distasteful necessity of espionage activities in a world 
where nations distrust each other’s intentions. We pointed out that 
these activities had no aggressive intent but rather were to assure the 
safety of the United States and the free world against surprise attack 
by a power which boasts of its ability to devastate the United States 
and other countries by missiles armed with atomic warheads. As is 
well known, not only the United States but most other countries are 
constantly the targets of elaborate and persistent espionage of the 
Soviet Union. 

There is in the Soviet statement an evident misapprehension on one 
key point. It alleges that the United States has, through official 
statements, threatened continued overflights. The importance of this 
alleged threat was emphasized and repeated by Mr. Khrushchev. The 
United States has made no such threat. Neither I nor my Govern- 
ment has intended any. The actual statements go no further than to 
say that the United States will not shirk its responsibility to safe- 
guard against surprise attack. 

In point of fact, these flights were suspended after the recent. in- 
cident and are not to be resumed. Accordingly, this cannot be the 
issue. 

I have come to Paris to seek agreements with the Soviet Union 
which would eliminate the necessity for all forms of espionage, in- 
eluding overflights. I see no reason to use this incident to disrupt 
the conference. 

Should it prove impossible, because of the Soviet attitude, to come 
to grips here in Paris with this problem and the other vital issues 
threatening world peace, I am planning in the near future to submit 
to the United Nations a proposal for the creation of a United Na- 
tions aerial surveillance to detect preparations for attack. This 
plan I had intended to place before this conference. This surveillance 
system would operate in the territories of all nations prepared to ac- 
cept such inspection. For its part, the United States is prepared not 
only to accept United Nations aerial surveillance, but to do every- 
thing in its power to contribute to the rapid organization and suc- 
cessful operation of such international surveillance. 












BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS ON SUMMIT CONFERENCE 47 






























We of the United States are here to consider in good faith the 
important problems before this Conference. We are prepared either 
to carry this point no further, or to undertake bilateral conversations 
between the United States and the U.S.S.R. while the main Confer- 
ence proceeds. 

My words were seconded and supported by my Western colleagues, 
who also urged Mr. Khrushchev to pursue the path of reason and 
commonsense, and to forget propaganda. Such an attitude would 
have permitted the Conference to proceed. Mr. Khrushchev was left 
in no doubt by me that his ultimatum would never be acceptable to 
the United States. 

Mr. Khrushchev brushed aside all arguments of reason, and not 
only insisted upon this ultimatum, but also insisted that he was going 
to publish his statement in full at the time of his own choosing. It 
was thus made apparent that he was determined to wreck the Paris 
Conference. 

In fact, the only conclusion that can be drawn from his behavior 
this morning was that he came all the way from Moscow to Paris 
with the sole intention of sabotaging this meeting on which so much 
of the hopes of the world have rested. 

In spite of this serious and adverse development, I have no inten- 
tion whatsoever to diminish my continuing efforts to promote progress 
toward a peace with justice. This applies to the remainder of my 
stay in Paris as well as thereafter. 





15. TRANSCRIPT OF NEWS BRIEFING WITH JAMES C. 
HAGERTY, ANDREW H. BERDING, AND CHARLES E. 
BOHLEN, PARIS, MAY 16, 1960 























[The White House press release] 


Mr. Hagerty. I will try to speak as loud as I can. Can the people 
in the back of the room hear me? I have a statement from President 
“isenhower, which I shall read. The statement is presently being 
stenciled and will be distributed as soon as it is mechanically possible, 
by my office. 

Mr. Berding and I are here. Also with us is Ambassador Bohlen, 
who was present at the meeting this morning and who will be 
available for questions and a report on the meeting, after I finish read- 
ing the statement. 

I will read it through, not at dictation speed, but I will read it 
through so that you can get the sense of it, and by the time I am 
finished reading, the stencil should be available outside. 

This is a statement by President Eisenhower. (Mr. Hagerty then 
read the statement down to the words, “on the following terms.”) 

What I will now read is what the President read at the meeting 
[see document No. 14] (and Mr. Hagerty continued reading down to 
“the main conference proceeds”). This is the end of the statement 
the President read this morning, but his full statement continues. 
(Mr. Hagerty read through the final paragraphs.) 

That is the conclusion of the President’s statement. (Most of the 
questions that follow, due to very poor hearing in the room, were re- 


48 BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS ON SUMMIT CONFERENCE 


peated by Mr. Hagerty for the benefit of those present, but are as 
accurately as possible the actual words of the questioner. ) 

Q. How long will the President stay in Paris, Mr. Hagerty ? 

Mr. Hagerty. I think that that would depend on what would 
happen tomorrow. 

Q. Mr. Hagerty, did Mr. Khrushchev reply to Mr. Eisenhower’s 
statement ? 

Mr. Bouten. Mr. Khrushchev made a partial reply to the Presi- 
dent’s statement, by reiterating the three points of his ultimatum. He 
indicated that the statement of the President that flights would not be 
resumed ; he inquired whether this meant for the duration of the Con- 
ference, and the President said, “No.” It was indefinite. He then 
repeated, however, that unless the United States would publicly 
renounce its past act and punish those which he said were immediately 
responsible for it, the Soviet Union still could not attend this Con- 
ference. 

Q. Well, Jim, is the Conference over ? 

Mr. Hacerty. I think that I could say—wait a minute—I think it 
was left wide open when the meeting broke up. If I may have a 
suggestion which I think would save our time and yours, it would be 
that if you have any questions on the statement as such, if we could 
get this out of the way now and then ask Ambassador Bohlen to give 
you a rundown on the meeting, and during the rundown I am sure 
quite a few of these questions that you are asking me would be 
answered. Would that be agreeable ? 

Q. Did the President have anything to say about the attack that 
Mr. Khrushchev had been making on Pakistan and other countries 
where United States bases are located ? 

Mr. Bonen. At the meeting this morning, he did not touch on 
that part of Khrushchev’s statement. He did not go into the details 
of Khrushchev’s statement other than those contained in his own state- 
ment. 

However, in answer to the question, I think prior to this Conference, 
that the United States had made it plain that it would fulfill its obli- 
gations to any of its allies in the event of any attack or threatened 
attack. 

Q. Did the British and French delegations take a stand on the 
American position ? 

Mr. Hagerty. Did the—you mean the statement that I just read ? 

©. And your statement of position 

Mr. Hacerry. I think Yes, but I would prefer to have that come 
from the British and French spokesmen, who are now giving their 
special briefings. 

Q. Did Khrushchev make clear that he won’t attend any bilateral 
meetings such as the President mentioned, that he won’t be back to- 
morrow morning at Elysee Palace? 

Mr. Bouten. I think the first answer to that question is an impor- 
tant one. At today’s meeting, Mr. Khrushchev said he did not consider 
this a meeting of the Paris conference, this was a preliminary meeting 
to determine, in their eyes, whether the Conference could take place or 
not. He said the same thing in regard to any possible meeting to- 
morrow or in the next days. 

Mr. Hacerry. Again, if I can make a suggestion, I think it would 
be helpful if you would let Ambassador Bohlen, who was at the meet- 
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ne us a Member of our Delegation, just run down through it. All 
right. 

Q. The Russians are saying that they will have a press conference 
after the President replies. Now, what you just said here and what 
you said at the closed meeting earlier, may we consider this the Presi- 
dent’s final reply to Russia ? 

Mr. Hacerty. How can you consider anything as final? The answer 
would be “No” to your direct question. Now do you mean if I am 
going to have another press conference today? Who can tell? 

Q. Don’t you think that Mr. Khrushchev wants to prevent a meet- 
ing of President Eisenhower and the Soviet people because he is afraid 
that the Russian people would welcome the President ? 

Mr. Hacerry. Yes, I would agree with that, but that was not the 
point. Mr. Bohlen might want to answer that question directly on 
what happened on the invitation. 

Mr. Bouten. In further elaboration of his statement canceling the 
invitation, Khrushchev said that the circumstances had changed as a 
result of this matter of the plane, that it would be hypocrisy for the 
President to come to the Soviet Union, the Soviet people were not 
hypocrites and that they would not be able to understand how you 
could invite the representative of a state whose planes had flown over 
the Soviet territory and one of which had been shot down by Soviet 
rockets. 

He even said that he didn’t know what he would say to his little 
grandson, if his grandson asked him that question. 

In regard to your answer, this is your question, of course Khru- 
shchev did not go into that angle of the thing, but I think it’s a 
reasonable supposition. 

Q. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Hacerry. And as far as the invitation or withdrawal of the 
invitation was concerned, in Mr. Khrushchev’s statement this morn- 
ing, the President did not answer it, but the fact that Mr. Khrushchev 
withdrew it, I think—the fact that Mr. Khrushchev withdrew it, pre- 
vented the President from refusing to accept. [Laughter]. 

Q. Will you repeat that, please ? 

Mr. Hacerry. I said the fact that Mr. Khrushchev withdrew the 
invitation prevented 

Mr. Bouten. (to Mr. Hagerty) : No objection of the President. 

Mr. Hacerry. There was no objection on the President’s part and 
it just meant that he did not have to refuse to accept the invitation. 

Mr. Bonten. The President did not refer at all to that part of 
Mr. Khrushchev’s statement, dealing with the cancellation of the 
invitation. 

Mr. Hagerty. I would still like to have Mr. Bohlen, who is present 
{laughter ] 

Mr. Bouten. I will try and hit, gentlemen, the highlights of this 
meeting, since it went on for quite a while, as you know. And I think 
the first point I have already made, that Mr. Khrushchev made it per- 
fectly plain that he did not regard this as his attendance at the Con- 
ference, this was a preliminary meeting to see whether or not, as he 
put it, conditions could be established which would permit them to 
stay. He read his statement which lasted at least a half hour, and 
more with the translations—close on to an hour with the translation— 
was followed by the President’s statement. 
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Mr. Macmillan, and while I think Mr. Hagerty is right, that he 
would wish to brief it, but I think this was important because both 
General de Gaulle and Maemillan urged Khrushchev to adopt an 
attitude which would make this Conference possible. Mr. Macmillan 
pointed out that their reference to any threat had been completely 
removed by the present statement that these flights had been sus- 
pended and would not be resumed. Mr. Macmillan also made the 
point that all espionage is in effect violation of sovereignty, and that 
unfortunately espionage was an unpleasant fact of life, but that he 
did not see how you could make too much distinction between one 
form of espionage and another since the great majority of any form 
of espionage constitutes a violation of national sovereignty. 

General de Gaulle, as I say, was trying to counsel moderation on 
Mr. Khrushchev. He proposed there should be at least. a day’s recess 
while there might be an opportunity to see what could be done. He 
urged upon Mr. Khrushchev not to make any final decision. 

In reply to Mr. Khrushchev’s question, as I had already said, the 
President made it clear that this suspension of flights was not just 
for the duration of the Conference. Mr. Khrushchev ignored this and 
put out his statement, as you all know, publicly, which contains no 
reference to the fact that the President had made this important 
statement. 

General de Gaulle pointed out that incidents like this of the plane 
were in effect the result of the tensions that this Conference had been 
called upon to deal with. He thought that its very happening, which 
was in the past, had highlighted the importance of addressing them- 
selves to the subject on which they had come to Paris for. He pointed 
out that as a matter of commonsense, the time was not far distant when 
the satellites in orbit would open the skies over all countries, and even 
mentioned that there was a Soviet satellite launched yesterday, which 
was crossing France eighteen times a day. 

None of this seemed to shake Mr. Krushchev in his fundamental 
position, and he announced that he intended to publish this state- 
ment at a time of his own choice, and that he could not do otherwise. 

He made one interesting reference—interesting to me—when he said 
that this was a matter that involved deeply the internal politics of 
the Soviet Union, a matter which he said was of great. importance to 
them. He stressed the fact that, as he termed it, the United States 
policy had been made public on this, ignoring the President’s state- 
ment about the suspension of the plane flights, and that consequently 
a public statement would have to be issued by the United States, 
and this statement included not only the question of suspension of 
the flights but also a denunciation of what had already happened 
and an expression of regret. that this had occurred. The President’s 
statement makes plain this was not acceptable to the United States. 

And also the third point was the punishment of those directly re- 
sponsible, as stated in his own statement this morning. 

The matter was left in some obscurity. Up to the time of Khru- 
shchev’s announcement of his determination to publish this thing and 
publish it in full, there had been some consideration along the lines 
of General de Gaulle’s statement of providing—suggestion as Presid- 
ing Officer that they should take a recess, should see what might be 
done through bilateral or other forms of discussion, that he would 
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stay in contact with the delegations and then later on would determine 
whether to call a session of the Conference. 

It was again at this point that Khruschev pointed out that he did 
not consider this the Conference, that these were preliminary meetings 
and not the Conference itself. After he insisted upon publishing 
this, both Mr. Macmillan and General de Gaulle I think questioned 
what was going to happen, whether or not a meeting would take place 
tomorrow, or when, and I would say the matter was left in complete 
abeyance. 

Both General de Gaulle and Macmillan pointed out that if this 
statement was made public, it would be the taking of a decision of 
the type which General de Gaulle had urged should not be taken, 
except after mature and due consideration during the recess. 

Q. What is your view? Are you ready for questions? 

Mr. Hacerry. Yes. 

QQ. Can you tell us why 

Q. What is your view of the significance of Mr. Khrushchev’s 
comments about the internal politics of the Soviet Union? 

Mr. Bouten. It struck me only that I never, at any previous con- 
ferences, heard any reference of this kind made. I think anybody 
can draw their own conclusions from it. I don’t propose to speculate 
on what might be in Mr. Khrushchev’s mind, but only say this is 
the first time I have heard a reference in exactly those terms made 
in any conference with the Soviets. 

Mr. Khrushchev provided a few highlights which I might mention 
to you, one of which during discussion he raised both his hands— 
on the subject of innocence in regard to espionage and the friendly 
feelings towards all countries—he raised his arms above his head 
and said: “As God is my witness, my hands are clean and my soul is 
pure.” [Laughter. | 

Q. Mr. Ambassador, is there going to be a Summit Conference? 

Mr. Bonten. Well, it depends on whom you are talking to. As 
far as Mr. Khrushchev is concerned, there hasn’t been any. I think— 
and I don’t want to speak for our Western colleagues, but we would 
consider this was a meeting of the Summit this morning. As to what 
happens in the future, I just don’t know. 

oF Mr. Bohlen, is it your feeling that Mr. Khrushchev intends to 
call off the nuclear discussion, the test ban, and the disarmament 
discussions, as well as the Summit Meeting ? 

Mr. Bouten. I don’t think we can answer that yet. There have 
been two conferences going on at Geneva, the ten-nation disarma- 
ment conference and the nuclear testing thing which has been going 
on for over a year and a half. We have not yet heard whether the 
Soviets are going to pull out of those yet. 

Q. Can you tell us anything about any further meetings the Presi- 
dent will have this afternoon or this evening ? 

Mr. Hacerry. Well, first, of course, when he returned to the Ameri- 
can residence, after the conclusion of the Summit Meeting, he had 
a meeting with all of the members of the American Delegation. 
And he and they, with Ambassador Bohlen and Mr. Berding and 
myself, were working—and he was working—on this statement that 
I have just read to you. There is a meeting, and I think it started 
at four or shortly thereafter, of the Western Foreign Ministers at 
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the Quai D’Orsay, which is probably presently in progress, and that 
is all the meetings I know of at the present time. 

The President is at the residence, and intends to stay there, but 
I do not know of any meetings scheduled for him other than those 
with his own people at this time. 

Q. Jim, did Mr. Khrushchev make any other references to political 
conditions in the United States beyond the remark in his prepared 
statement, which we have ? 

Mr. Hacerry. Well, I will ask Mr. Bohlen to answer that. He 
was at the meeting. 

Mr. Bouten. I don’t think he did. I just haven’t seen—I heard 
him make it, but I can’t quite recall whether the reference to his visit 
to the United States is included in his published statement or not 

Mr. Hacerry. Yes it is—Yes. 

Mr. Bon.ten. He did—it was, yes—about how much he enjoyed it. 
Then he didn’t add anything about the United States except what is 
in his statement. 

Q. Mr. Bohlen, did we offer to make the statement public that the 
flights would not be resumed during this period of discussion, when it 
still wasn’t clear whether he was going to publish his own statement? 

Mr. Bourn. This statement actually did not come up, but I would 
say it is a fair inference that the statement at the Conference could 
have been made public. But I would like to emphasize in this, in 
commenting on it, Mr. Khrushchev said that they had heard this with 
some satisfaction. However, they noted that there was no denuncia. 
tion of the past act, no expression of regret, and no indication of wil- 
lingness to punish, as he put it, those immediately responsible for 
these overflights. 

Q. Mr. Bohlen, did Mr. Khrushchev in any way indicate what is 
going to happen to Captain Powers? 

Mr. Bourn. No, he did not. Captain Powers’ name was not men- 
tioned this morning at all. 

Q. Was there any reference, Mr. Ambassador, to the German prob- 
lem and the possibility of a German peace treaty now ? 

Mr. Bouten. No, the only one is the one contained in his statement. 

Q. Mr. Ambassador, what was the attitude of Mr. Krushchev? 
Was he fiery angry or was he noncommittal, or what was the atmos- 
phere of the meeting? 

Mr. Bou en. I think he certainly wasn’t noncommital, if you read 
his statement. [Laughter.] He seemed to me to be rather ill at ease, 
not eee in his manner of expression, or excited. But I would 
say he was under some feeling of tension. He seemed to pay a great 
deal of attention to Mr. Gromyko on one side and to Marshal Mali- 
novsky on the other. The atmosphere of the meeting was very—cer- 
tainly wasn’t cordial. It was not excited, but it was cold and busi- 
nesslike. 

Q. How did President Eisenhower take to Khrushchev’s statement, 
Mr. Ambassador ? 

Mr. Bouten. I think the President’s statement in response gives 
you the answer to that. 

Q. I mean, physically ? 

Mr. Bouten. Oh, there were no signs. The President has been 
around a great deal and he didn’t show any signs one way or other 
on his face when he heard this. 
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Q. Will the President go to the Palais de Chaillot tomorrow at 
11 o’clock? 

Mr. Hacerry. The Palais de Chaillot? 

Q. Tothe President’s Palace? 

Mr. Hagerty. I think the only thing I can say on that is what we 
have said two or three times, we will have to wait and see. 

Q. Jim, will the President still go to Portugal as scheduled ? 

Mr. Hagerty. Gee—you know, we haven’t talked about that at all 
today. [Laughter.] I just don’t know, Smitty. 

Q. Mr. Ambassador, has the recent expulsion of the two Soviet 
spies from Switzerland been mentioned ? 

Mr. Bowen. No, the only reference to espionage was the one in 
the President’s statement, and the one I mentioned in Mr. Macmil- 
lan’s statement, who said it was an unpleasant fact of life that all— 
most forms of espionage involved violation of national sovereignty. 

Q. Does the statement by the President this morning represent any 
change of attitude on the part of the United States toward flights 
over the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Hagerty. I think his statement pointed out that there had been 
misunderstanding on this and that both on May 11 and on May 9 I 
believe the date is, referred to in the statement, these statements we 
thought were made clear, but there had been misapprehension on one 
key point. 

Q. Then the right to such flights is maintained ? 

Q. Can I ask a question ? Was it not previously denied in Wash- 


ington that the President had ordered a cessation of overflights, as 


reported by Mr. Reston in the New York Times? 

Mr. Hagerty. The story that you are referring to, I made the 
remarks, the story as written was not correct. 

Q. But the vight to make the flights is maintained ? 

Mr. Hacerty. The right to make flights is maintained? I don’t 
know what you mean by the right to make flights ? 

Q. The right of espionage? [Laughter.] 

Mr. Hagerty (indicating). That’s my answer. 

Q. Mr. Bohlen, could you possibly say in what order the statements 
were made ? 

Mr. Bouten. Yes. Khrushchev spoke first. De Gaulle opened up 
as host and said that yesterday he had received the information con- 
cerning the Soviet position from one of the participants, Mr. Khru- 
shchev, and he had made this known to his other two colleagues, and 
he wondered if anyone had anything to say. 

Mr. Khrushchev jumped in and said, “I have something to say,” 
and said it. 

Q. Was there any informal exchange between the two men—betweem 
Eisenhower and Khrushchev ? 

Mr. Bouten. No, there was not. 

Q. Did they shake hands when they came in ? 

Mr. Bouten. No, they did not. When the President came in, Khru- 
shchev was already seated at the table, and the President just took his 
place at the table. 

Q. How did the scene end up, Mr. Ambassador? Did they say 
goodby to each other informally, or did they just walk out without 
speaking ? 
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Mr. Bounten. They just walked out. 

Q. Has the machinery been set up, or is it being set up now to 
arrange a bilateral meeting, between Mr. Khrushchev and Mr. Eisen- 
hower, and if so, who is operating that machinery ? 

Mr. Hacerry. No, I don’t know of any at the present time. The 
statement that has been made by the President at the meeting—let 
me see where it is—on the last page: “We are prepared either to 
carry this point no further, or to undertake bilateral conversations 
between the United States and the U.S.S.R. while the main confer- 


ence proceeds.” The President made the offer. We have heard noth- 
ing or om the Soviets. 


. May I ask—— 

°. Did Mr. Khrushchev propose to adjourn the Conference for 4 
to 8 months with some kind of pledge at this time not to change the 
situation in Berlin ¢ 

Mr. Bonen. There was no such pledge. 

Mr. Haeerry. The question was did Mr. Khrushchev make any 
pledge, was it / 

Q. No, is the Ambassador considering a proposal of some kind of 
pledge 

~e Hacerty. Is the Ambassador considering—what proposal, sir ? 

To adjourn the conference. 

Mr. Hacerry. The proposal to adjourn the Conference, does this 
change the situation on Berlin? Is that 

Q. Nottochange? 

Mr. Hacerry. Not to change the situation—I am sorry—it is diffi- 
cult to hear here. 

Q. Yes. I beg your pardon for my bad English. 

Mr. Hacerry. No, no, I understand. 

Q. The question was whether President de Gaulle (?) is considering 
recent proposals to adjourn the Conference for 6 or 8 months with 
some kind of pledge that he during this time will not change the actual 
situation in Berlin ¢ 

Mr. Hacerry. In proposing to end this Conference here and have 
another one at some time in the future, 6 to 8 months, as Mr. Khru- 
shchev says, does this mean that Mr. Khrushchev will change his posi- 
tion 

Q. Will not? 

Mr. Hacerry. Will not change his position—I am sorry—on 
Berlin ? 

Mr. Bouten. I don’t think it’s possible to draw any inference from 
that statement. He made no reference to Berlin at all, except the one 
in his published statement. Therefore, I don’t think that you can 
read into this one way or other, it’s merely what he said, let’s have an- 
other—the conference, maybe in 6 to 8 months. He did say—you asked 
if there was any reference to the internal thing—I think this is in his 
statement when there would be a new American government. 

Q. Ambassador Bohlen, did either Khrushchev or de Gaulle or Mac- 
millan comment in any way on the President’s suggestion on United 
Nations surveillance ? 

Mr. Bouten. The only one who did was Khrushchev, who said that 
the § i 1 1 i 
he repeated no one—will be permitted to infringe on it. If you ever 
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got, he said, complete disarmament when there were no arms whatso- 
ever, then you could have open skies, open earth, and open water. 
But until that happens, no one—and he repeated no one—would be 
permitted to fly over the Soviet Union. 

Q. Mr. Hagerty 

Q. Jim 

Q. Jim, can you tell us why it was, or give us the background, the 
fact that these flights were suspended and were not to be resumed— 
why that was not announced, in view of the misunderstanding you 
mentioned ¢ 

Mr. Hagerty. Well, I thought that it was, by some of our people in 
our Government, in some conversations that they have been having, 
but that’s the only answer I can give. 

Q. Mr. Ambassador, is it correct that prior to Mr. Khrushchev’s 
clean hands and pure soul statement, there had been no detailing of 
any kind as to Soviet espionage in the West or the United States? 

Mr. Bouten. There was no detailing of it, but the President’s state- 
ment, which has just been read by Mr. Hagerty, said: “As is well 
known, not only the United States but most other countries are con- 
stanthy the targets of elaborate and persistent espionage of the Soviet 
Union.” 

Q. Mr. Hagerty, do you know whether—if the United States dele- 
gation is prepared to counterattack against the Soviet Union on a 
propaganda basis on the matter, or rather try to calm dow n the situ- 
ation ? 

Mr. Hacerry. Well, in the first place, I think that propaganda 
speaks for itself, and I refer you to the President’s statement as far 
as propaganda is concerned here—at this meeting. I think what we 
tried to do is—on the second part of your question, I think that this is 
also handled in the statement, where the President says that “In spite 
of this serious and adverse development, I have no intention whatso- 
ever to diminish my continuing efforts to promote progress toward a 
peace with justice. This applies to the remainder of my stay in Paris 
as well as thereafter.” 

I think those words speak clearly in answer to your statement. 

Q. Mr. Hagerty 

Mr. Hagerty. Yes, sir. 

Q. Will you tell us when the three Western chiefs of government 
will get together and decide their next move ? 

Mr. Hacerry. I can’t tell you now. I would think that this is one 
of the reasons the Foreign Ministers are meeting this afternoon. 

Q. With the Russian Foreign Minister present, or only the three 
Western 

Mr. Hagerty. No, I said the three Western Foreign Ministers are 
meeting this afternoon. 

Q. Did Mr. Khrushchev acknow ledge in any way Mr. Eisenhower’s 
statement that overflights will be discontinued ? 

Mr. Hagerty. I thought Mr. Bohlen had answered that. 

Mr. Bonten. Yes, he did, and he said they had some satisfaction 
on this, but pointed out that the other points of their demands still 
remained unanswered or unaccepted. 


Q. Thank you. 
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Mr. Hacerty. Okay ? 
Q. Thank you. 


Mr. Hacerry. That statement is mimeographed and on the tables 
outside the hall. 


16. COMMUNIQUE, MAY 17, 1960 
[White House press release] 


The President of the United States, the President of the French 
Republic and the Prime Minister of the United Kingdom take note 
of the fact that because of the attitude adopted by the Chairman of 
the Council of Ministers of the Soviet Union it has not been possible 
to begin, at the Summit Conference, the examination of the problems 
which it had been agreed would be discussed between the four Chiefs 
of State or Government. 

They regret that these discussions, so important for world peace, 
could not take place. For their part, they remain unshaken in their 
conviction that all outstanding international questions should be 
settled not by the use or threat of force but by peaceful means through 
negotiation. They themselves remain ready to take part in such 
negotiations at any suitable time in the future. 


17. TRANSCRIPT OF PREMIER KHRUSHCHEV’S NEWS 
CONFERENCE, PARIS, MAY 18, 1960 


[From the New York Times, May 19, 1960] 


Paris, May 18 (Reuters).—Following is the official English trans- 
lation of the text of Premier Khrushchev’s prepared statement at his 
news conference here today: 


Ladies and Gentlemen. 

You obviously know the statement which I made on May 16 to Presi- 
dent de Gaulle of France, Prime Minister Macmillan of Great Britain 
and President Eisenhower of the United States. 

The circumstances under which the Soviet Government deemed it 
necessary to make this statement are generally known. I have in view 
the aggressive flights of American warplanes over the Soviet Union, 
undertaken on the eve of the summit conference, and the public decla- 
ration of the United States Government that such flights are its official 
policy. 

Now attempts are being made to lay the blame on us for the alleged 
refusal of the Soviet Union to take part in the meeting and for making 
some sort of ultimatums to the United States. 

But we have declared and we declare that we are ready to take part 
in the conference if the United States Government makes up publicly 
for the insult inflicted upon our country by its aggressive actions. 
However, we are still not sure that the espionage flights, which are 
undertaken by the United States, will not be repeated. 

Just recall the behavior of the United States leader, after they were 
caught redhanded. I shall refer to documents, and documents alone. 
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U.S. VERSION IS RECALLED 


On May 5, when all the world learned that an American warplane 
was brought down over Soviet territory, the Department of State 
declared that it was an aircraft which flew over Turkey to collect 
meteorological information. It was claimed also that the pilot radioed 
back that he had trouble with his oxygen equipment. As a result of 
this, the pilot allegedly lost consciousness and the plane, steered for 
quite a time by its automatic pilot, could have accidentally intruded 
into the Soviet airspace. 

It was reported that a search was carried on for this plane in 
‘Turkish territory around Lake Van, where the terrain is very moun- 
tainous. 

When we announced that the American plane had been shot down 
in the area of Sverdlovsk and that the captured pilot had owned up to 
being a spy, the United States Secretary of State Herter said on 
May 9 that it was indeed a spy plane. 

More, he said that such vohte were being made on the President’s 
instruction and in accordance with a program which provided for 
extensive aerial surveillance, including “by penetration” of the Soviet 
airspace. It was a brazen statement on the part of Mr. Herter. 

On May 11, President Eisenhower himself confirmed Herter’s state- 
ment. 

On May 12, the United States Embassy in Moscow, in its note to the 
Soviet Government, again said that aggressive espionage flights were a 
calculated policy of the United States. 

And now, in Paris, the President of the United States issues a state- 
ment to the effect that the United States has “suspended” its flights 
and will not resume them. 

Some people ask, referring to this statement: What else does the 
Soviet Union need? It would seem that the threat of flights by 
American military planes over the Soviet Union is thus removed. 


“SERVITORS OF IMPERIALISM” 


Such a statement may have satisfied the servitors of imperialism. 
The imperialists have grown accustomed to behaving like Russian 
merchants did of old: they painted the lackeys’ lips with mustard, and 
the latter said, “thank you” and bowed low. 

We will not tolerate insults, we have our pride and our dignity. We 
represent a mighty Socialist state. 

But then Eisenhower said at the preliminary meeting on May 16 
that what he had meant by his statement about the suspension of 
overflights by American military planes was that they would not be 
resumed for the remainder of his tenure as President. 

He said he did not know, naturally, what decision the next Presi- 
dent would take. Thus, what the President of the United States 
promises is not renunciation of a sive policy, but merely a tem- 
porary “suspension” of flights till January, 1961. 

It is not for a long period that Mr. President promises us to dis- 
continue the provocative policy of espionage flights. But interna- 
tional relations cannot be built on the term of office of this or that 
official, for what would then be the worth of any international 
agreement. 
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If we followed the American President’s logic, it would be impos- 
sible to negotiate on, say, disarmament. An agreement may, con- 
ceivably, be signed today, but lose force tomorrow and be thrown 
into the wastepaper basket because the person who signed it would 
leave his post. 

To hear President Eisenhower, it would seem that the question 
of whether American military planes will or will not overfly the 
U.S.S.R. depends on him and him alone. 

Just think, what pr esumption! He now says they will not overfly. 
What magnanimity! 

Of course, it is for President E isenhower to decide whether to send 
or not to send his planes. But it is another question whether they 
will be able to overfly our territory. This is decided by us, and very 
definitely for that matter—we shall shoot these planes down, we shall 
administer shattering blows at the bases whence they come and at 
those who have set up these bases and actually dispose of them. 

The point in question, therefore, is not some sort of “favor” to 
the Soviet Union on the part of President Hisenhower. We do not 
ask “favors” of the United States Government, but honest condem- 
nation of the bandit flights of American intelligence planes. 

However, President Eisenhower did not utter a single word of 
condemnation with regard to the provocative policy against the Soviet 
Union, on the strength of which the spy flights were undertaken. 

Can such a statement by the President. satisfy anyone but the 
aggressor himself ? 

Eisenhower’s statement that he has suspended these provocative 
flights for the term he remains in the White House is not a confes- 


sion, not even 2 semi-confession, but an attempt to dodge confession 
and consequently responsibility for his aggressive actions. But sub- 
terfuges and even semi-confessions of political leaders have never 
helped them to avoid historical responsibility. Even the children 
are told: If you do something bad—own up and say you “won’t do 
it again.” In government affairs, it is even more important to make 
complete confessions and draw all the necessary conclusions. 


PREMIER VOICES SURPRISE 


The Soviet people, public opinion in our and all other peaceful 
countries, would not understand us if we contented ourselves with the 
American President’s dodges and the “favor” he “graciously” did us 
by stopping flights over the Soviet Union till January, 1961, 

Nor could we fail to be surprised by Eisenhower’s statement, which 
looked like a threat that he planned to submit to the United Nations 
a new “open skies” plan. 

After the Pentagon had realized that the Soviet skies were closed 
to American spy planes, the people there apparently decided to send 
planes with the same aims but under the United Nations flag. It is 
to be hoped that the United Nations is not an American state, not 
a branch of the Pentagon, and will decline this humiliating role. 

Some of you say in your dispatches that flights by American air 
pirates over the Soviet Union are only a “small incident.” You repre- 
sent here the press of various states, and I would like to ask you 
what would you think of your government if it treated with indiffer- 
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ence, with unconcern, the overflights of your cities by military planes 
of countries of which you yourselves sometimes write as potential 
opponents ? 

Would you respect such a government? Would your families and 
you yourselves feel safe listening to the drone of an alien military 
plane over your heads? 

But the Soviet people have as much right to think in this way, the 
more so since the peoples of our country have vivid memories of two 
murderous wars imposed on us from without, two wars which took 
a toll of tens of millions of lives. 


NEW COURSE DISCERNED 


It is indicative that the governments of the countries that have 
rashly lent their territories for the preparation and carrying out of 
aggressive spy flights over Soviet territory, are now compelled to 
right themselves in this or other measure before public opinion and 
disavow the actions of the American military. They, apparently, 
have begun to realize—and we are sure that this will soon be realized 
by everybody who opened their land for the establishment of Ameri- 

can war bases—that such things are not to be trifled with. 

The Soviet Government regrets that it was impossible to hold the 
conference now, but, as I have ; already said, it could not act otherwise. 
We have done everything to prepare well the heads-of-government 
meeting, but some hotheads in the United States of America have 
torpedoed it even before it could be opened. 

I repeat, gentlemen. the Soviet Union is firmly for peaceful coexist- 
ence, for talks, for the reaching of reasonable, mutually acceptable 
agreements. 

“We shall work in this direction, confident that our peace-loving 
policy meets with the sympathy and understanding of all nations, and 
we should like to believe that the Western leaders will also strive 
toward this end, that within six or eight months we shall again meet 
with our partners in a new, more favorable atmosphere, if they show 
interest and agreement to have this meeting, if they create the neces- 
sary political atmosphere for it, for the discussion and settlement of 
urgent international problems—that is, if they do not undertake prov- 
ocations against the Socialist states. 


WE CANNOT BE BENT 


This can happen even sooner, but only if everybody realizes that 
no one will be able to intimidate the Soviet U Inion, the Socialist states, 
by_any provocative actions whatsoever! We cannot. be bent ! 

Negotiations and agreements with us are possible only on the basis 
of equalit? y, without threats or blackmail. 

I should like to thank the President of France, General de Gaulle 
for enabling the heads of government to meet in Paris, for the ef- 
forts he made so that the summit should take place, so that our meet- 
ings should be held as agreed upon and conform to the aims for which 
we have come here. 

Today I paid a farewell call on the President of France. We ex- 
changed our views, and I am happy to say that a common striving 
was revealed to continue to exert efforts for the development and 
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strengthening of our relations in every way. I welcome this and I 
express my satisfaction that the President and I agree on this most 
important question. 

I should also like to express my gratitude to the Prime Minister of 
Great Britain, Mr. Macmillan, for his understanding and the efforts 
he made so that the summit meeting takes place. 

And yet, I cannot fail to express some regret as well. If the 
President of France and the Prime Minister of Great Britain assumed 
the position of the objective appraisal of facts instead of yielding to 
their Allied ties, if they displayed more will, the leaders of the United 
States might perhaps have been obliged to condemn their aggressive 
actions, and conditions would thereby have been created enabling the 
summit conference to take place and yield the beneficent results 
hopefully awaited by all the peoples of the world. 

[ thank you for your attention, gentlemen, and I am now ready to 
reply to your questions. 





Paris, May 18 (Reuters)—Following is the transcript of Premier 
Khrushchev’s news conference here today, held after he made his pre- 
pared statement, with the Premier’s remarks and those of non-E-nglish- 
speaking correspondents in unofficial translation: 


Ladies and gentlemen, I want to ask your pardon but I want to 
address myself to that little group in the hall that is booing. 

I have already been informed that Chancellor Adenauer has sent 
some Of his riffraff that escaped the beating at Stalingrad and it is 
they that are indulging in this booing, they that we did not at that 
time send three meters underground. 

Look to it, if you were not beaten at Stalingrad and in the Ukraine, 
we will give you such a boo that you will lose any desire to come into 
the hall and boo again. 

Ladies-and gentlemen, I want to draw your attention to the fact. 
that they are reacting to my words without even listening to the trans- 
lation. 

They understand. These are the plunderers who came to the Soviet 
Union to plunder and pillage and they carried away their hands— 
they carried themselves away from the Soviet Union. They escaped 
a beating. 

REPRESENTS SOVIET PEOPLE 


The most important thing here is that you are all wise people, and 
you must certainly understand who is standing before you. I repre- 
sent the great Soviet people, a people that has won victory in the 
Great October Revolution under the leadership of the great Lenin, a 
people that is now successfully building a Communist society, that is 
confidently marching forward to communism. 

And you, this little group, represent those people of whom the 
Germans themselves will in time be ashamed. I am speaking of this 
German riffraff and not of the great German people. 

Their booing heartens me, heartens and gratifies me because in the 
words of a great representative of the German people, August Bebel, 


“If your enemies are attacking you, then know it, Bebel, you are on 
the right track.” 














BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS ON SUMMIT CONFERENCE 61 


And if you boo me then this adds confidence to me and I understand 
that I, too, am on the right track. 

I shall not conceal my pleasure. I like coming to grips with the 
enemies of the working class and it is gratifying for me to hear 
frenzy of these lackeys of imperialism. Nothing they attempt to do 
will gain them any good. The Soviet Union, firm as a rock, is march- 
ing forward to build communism and will continue to march forward 
till the complete triumph of communism in the Soviet Union. 

Now thank you for your attention, Ladies and Gentlemen, I shall 
do my best to answer to the full any questions that you may have to 
ask me. 

VIEW ON GENEVA TALKS 


Dairy Skxetcu, London. Can Chairman Khrushchev say if the 
Soviet Union will continue the talks on disarmament and on the 
suspension of nuclear tests ? 

A. We shall continue our negotiations in Geneva. The American 
imperialists have received some clarification of late. They received 
an eye-opener in Sverdlovsk. And if they understand that, then there 
is a possibility to reach agreement on the discontinuance of tests. 
But if Eisenhower threatens that he will continue testing, then we, too, 
will follow suit until the whole world learns who are the true guilty 
parties and who is resisting agreement. We at any time are ready to 
sign such an agreement. 

The disarmament negotiations are another matter altogether. We 
are almost convinced that our partners in these disarmament negotia- 
tions do not want disarmament but want simply control over arma- 
ments, which is in other words the collection of espionage information. 
We will not agree to this. We are for true disarmament, for true 
control measures, so that no one should threaten any one else. 

What is going on now at Geneva is merely procrastination. But if 
this procrastination goes on, we will be compelled to approach the 
United Nations and to say that our partners do not want to reach 


agreement and that we are asking the United Nations General Assem- 
bly to consider the matter. 


INSISTS ON ASSURANCES 


Briveerort Heratp (Connecticut). If your allegations regarding 
the U-2 incident are true or even worse, don’t you think that as the 
great leader of a great state and knowing that truth is on your side 
it would be better to have the summit conference now than in six or 
eight months’ time, considering the state of tension ? 

A. Yes, we are in favor of holding a summit conference. That is 
why we came to Paris. But the United States must admit its aggres- 
sive intrusion, must condemn its act, give assurances that such acts 
would not be repeated and must punish the guilty party. Then, if 
it had done so, we would be satisfied and we would have taken part 
in the summit conference, to seek correct solutions for the questions 
confronting it. But the United States refused to do this. 

How then are we to negotiate with an aggressor, with a state that 


has committed oe and on the contrary is saying that these 
flights are United States policy ? 
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Ladies and Gentlemen, we all have mothers. 
wise you couldn’t have come into this world. 
I remember during my youth I was born in a very poor family and 
it was only very rarely that my mother could buy ussome cream. But 
sometimes when she did our cat would creep up and eat some of the 
cream, would steal some of the cream. Then my mother usually took 
the cat by the scruff of the neck and gave it a good shaking and in 
the end would poke its nose into the cream to make it understand 
that such stealing was not allowed. 
Wouldn’t it be better, Ladies and Gentlemen, to take the American 
aggressors by the scruff of the neck also and give them a little shaking 
and make them understand they must not commit such acts of aggres- 
sion against the Soviet Union ? 


You all do, too, other- 


PEACEFUL MEANS AFFIRMED 


Dire Weir, Hamburg.—Do you still consider that international is- 
sues should be resolved by peaceful means? 
A. Yes, I reaffirm that our policy has always been to solve disputed 
issues not by means of war but by peaceful negotiations. That is the 
policy we have always adhered to and continue to adhere to now. 

Q. Do you still adhere to your former —— regarding the trans- 
formation of West Berlin into a free city { 

A. Yes, I still adhere to this policy and we see no other reasonable 
way out. West Berlin is situated in the center of the German Demo- 
cratic Republic, which is a Socialist republic, whereas the system in 
West Berlin is a capitalist one. 

These two systems are antagonistic and this is always fraught with 
a conflict. Why should we have such a situation? Wouldn’t it be bet- 
ter to take a better decision, that is to insure West Berlin a free city 
status, withdraw all foreign troops and make it possible for the in- 
habitants of West Berlin to choose the social system under which they 
want to live, the one which satisfies them the most, and, of course, on 
the condition that they are assured freedom of external ties with 
the world. 

This recent conflict with the United States aircraft convinces us 
all the more that these questions must be solved as we are approaching 
the matter with ever greater resolve and urgency. By the way, tomor- 
row I am flying to Berlin. We will talk with our comrades, Ulbricht 


and Grotewohl, and in general with our friends in the German Dem- 
ocratic Republic. 





QUESTIONED ON PEACE PACT 


Der Tac, Berlin.—Do you intend to conclude a separate peace treaty 
in Berlin? (There were additional shouts of “and when?”) 

A. Yes, we do intend to sign not a separate peace, but a peace treaty 
with the German Democratic Republic and thus to put an end finally 
to World War II. In that case, the Western powers will be deprived 
of their occupation rights, the right to maintain their troops in West 
Berlin. When? That is our business. When we consider the time 
to be right, we will take our fountain pens from our pockets—the 
necessary drafts have already been prepared and the drafts will be— 
we will sit down and sign the peace treaty and announce it to the world. 
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I would like to add we are simply intending to do what the United 
States did with regard to Japan. 

We fought in the war together with the United States against Japan. 
But the United States signed a peace treaty with Japan. But we 
didn’t. We are exerting all efforts to prove the necessity to sign a 
peace treaty together, but we have now almost reached the limits of 
our patience and of our effort to have a peace treaty signed together 
and when we do reach the limit we will sign such a treaty by ourselves 
just as, I repeat, the United States did with regard to Japan. 


RECALLS CAMP DAVID MOOD 


NatioNaL Broapcasttnc Co.—Why, since you knew about these 
flights, did you not tell President Eisenhower about them and ask 
him to stop them when you visited the United States? 

A. I will answer that question with pleasure. When we were talking 
in Camp David with President Eisenhower I almost opened my mouth 
tomake that statement. 

I was on the point of making it because the atmosphere there was 
so convivial with President Eisenhower telling me to call him “My 
friend” in English and using the same words with regard to myself 
in Russian. And then, thought 1, why not raise the matter with this 
friend of mine. 


HIS CHOICE FOR PRESIDENT 


But when I became apprehensive and I thought there was something 
fishy about this friend of mine and I didn’t broach the subject and 
it turned out that I was right, beeause when we caught them red- 
handed they say they are not thieves, it’s just their thief-like policy. 
That is all. 

This recalls to my mind what we used todo in the Donbas when I was 
the young boy. Whenever we caught a cat in the pigeon’s loft, we 
would catch the cat. by its tail and bang its head against the wall and 
that was the only way it could be taught some sense, 

Cotumpra Broapcastine System.—Since, because by desire or not, 
you have become a factor in the American political campaign, would 
you care to say which President. you would prefer to deal with ? 

A. I thank you for that question. It is a good question, although 
rather a difficult one to reply to. Nevertheless, I will try to reply. 

When I was in the United States, I talked with very many Ameri- 
cans, ordinary people, with people who are wealthy, with representa- 
tives of the capitalist world, the statesmen, the farmers. And I re- 
tained very good and, I may even say, pleasant memories of my con- 
versations with most of these peoples. 

People everywhere are just like people and they all want peace. 
Perhaps they understand it in their own way, but that should certainly 
not be the ground for any conflict. Perhaps they don’t agree with 
my understanding and I don’t agree with their belief that the capital- 
ism system is better. But that certainly should not be the object of 
any conflict and, all the more so, of a war. 

I am sure that the majority of Americans regret the act perpetrated 
by the American Air Force. 
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It is true there are some Americans who have been kidded into 
indignation against the acts of the Soviet Union but to this I can 
but reply, how would they themselves feel if we were to fly our aircraft 
over their country. 

But they would certainly come to the conclusion that such flights 
are absolutely inadmissible, that this can only end in aggression, can 
only bring about a war. 

Regarding the question of who, in my opinion, will become the 
United States President, there certainly was a person to my liking, a 
person with whom I am sure we could have reached agreement. 

He was a great American, his name was Roosevelt and he was a 
worthy representative of the capitalist society, but we cooperated 
with him very well indeed during World War II. When he died 
his policy died with him. 

But we are convinced that persons will come to power in the United 
States who will pronounce themselves in favor of reaching mutually 
acceptable agreements. 

We have nothing to quarrel about with the American people. They 
are in favor of capitalism, that is their business and even then it is 
not all the American people who are in favor of capitalism because 
many of them are simply under the oppression of the capitalistic 
system. 

But let them come, why doesn’t everyone come to the Soviet Union 
and see for themselves what kind of a life we are now leading. 

Let even those who have been booing here come. We'll give them 
visas, too, and perhaps even they will see the light if they come. 

Our country is now second in the world in its industrial produc- 
tion, in science and in culture. If I don’t perhaps modestly say that 
we are first in the world, we certainly do occupy a worthy place in 
human society. 

But I do not want to interfere in the American political scene. 
We should maintain an attitude of patience and not try to forecast 
who will come to the fore in the United States elections. The Ameri- 
can people will themselves elect their worthy representative as Presi- 
dent elect someone who would not understand the necessity of reach- 
Ing agreement we can wait we have waited and we wait and, if the next 
President doesn’t understand that, we can wait some more. We don’t 
need to hurry, we have long ago chosen the correct path. We have long 
ago determined the correct line of our development and we are con- 
vineed that our choice was made correctly and we are marching con- 
fidently ahead to the building of a Communist society. 

You, perhaps, in time will also understand that this is the only true 
road and perhaps you, too, will join this road but even then you will 
not even be parallel with us, you will be lagging behind and trailing in 
our wake. But we don’t hold that against you, we'll help you to catch 
up and share our experience with you. 

Compat, Paris. Mr. Chairman, you agreed to come to France, 
despite the facts of the U-2 incident and knowing of the categoric po- 
sition taken by America. Were you convinced that France might pos- 
sibly take un a position of appeasement? Why in this case have rela- 
tions not relaxed despite the intentions and the actions of General de 


Gaulle? Do you think, nonetheless, that these actions have served the 
cause of peace ? 
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A. Naturally we knew of the plane incident, in fact, I reported on 
it in my speech at the Supreme Soviet. Why then did we come here? 
Because we thought that perhaps the United States might be stricken 
by some honesty and apologize for its actions. 

All the more so that in the recent past the United States apologized 
to Cuba when an American plane was shot down over that country. 

Then why shouldn’t they apologize to the Soviet Union? Well, that 
is what we thought, evidently we were mistaken. It was evidently one 
thing to apologize to Cuba and another thing to apologize to a Socialist 
country. 

Well, that is their business. It’s simply a matter of upbringing, 
a matter of manners and honor. Regarding the position taken by 
General de Gaulle. Yes, he did do all he could but nothing came of his 
efforts. 

Why? Well, I can only refer the correspondent who asked that 

uestion to General de Gaulle because it was the general who talked 
the matter over with President Eisenhower and so he knows his reac- 
tion. I don’t. 

As to the results, well, my opinion is that even after a war when the 
enemy has been routed the people once again live in peace and friend- 
ship. 

We had no war. What happened was only that someone tried to 
poke his nose into our affairs and we punched that nose so that now 
he certainly knows where the border is. If he comes again, he will 
receive another blow as will the bases from which he. takes off and 
where he intendsto land. 

Actually, all this should be digested and the world should once again 
revert to peace and even more than that to friendship. I am convinced 
that that is the opinion entertained by President de Gaulle. But he, 
President de Gaulle, found himself in a very awkward situation. That 
is my opinion, I don’t know, he may not agree with me. On the one 
hand, there was nothing he could do but condemn the action because 
he is a man of lofty moral principles and there can be no two opinions 
on this matter. This wasa thief-like sally. 

But on the other hand, the obstacle to this was that the thief turned 
out to be France’s ally and not simply an ally but a leader in Western 
quarters. 

But, I don’t. want to go into the details of this matter. It concerns 
the relationships between the allies. But speaking honestly, if it were 
an ally of ours that had acted in this way, we would say that that was a 
bad way to act and that the necessary apologies should be tendered. 

Well, there you are, those are the moral principles of communism. 
I cannot answer for the moral principles of a capitalist society. I am 
a representative of a Socialist society. 

I would like to add to that, if I understand the question to have 
meant how relations between the Soviet Union and France would 
develop after this, then my opinion is that all this will have no impact 
on the good relations that exist between France and the Soviet Union 
and from the talk I had today with General de Gaulle I gained this 
same impression also, because I feel President de Gaulle also wants to 
continue a policy of improving relations with the Soviet Union. 

We are certainly in favor of such a policy also, because we hold 
France in very high esteem as we do President de Gaulle, we esteem 
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the French nation, the French culture, so we certainly hope that our 
relations with France, far from deteriorating, will improve. 

Bertin Rapro. It follows from American press reports that the 
American delegate Gates, has from here declared an emergency alarm 
to the American forces. How do you evaluate that act? 

A.—I have heard nothing of that report yet, but I certainly have no 
reason to disbelieve what the correspondent said. 

If this is really so it can be qualified as nothing short of a provoca- 
tion designed to trick the Americans and impose more taxes on them. 
Perhaps also it can be explained by ordinary cowardice. Sometimes a 
coward is even more dangerous than a provocation-monger. 

A provocation-monger is trying to provoke war while a coward cam 
unleash war out of pure cowardice. t don’t know this Gates. It’s not 
for me to judge him. Let the Americans themselves see what sort of 
a person he is. 

The person I can vouch for is Marshal Malinovsky, here, a hero of 
World Wars I and IT, a man who fought valiantly against the German 
militarists and against Japan during the war, a person who has been 
often decorated for his outstanding services. There is a true son of 
a Socialist motherland. And, as he says, he has not been calling any 
alert nor does he intend to. 


SOVIET POWER CITED 


But if this action was designed to somehow prevail upon us, ther 
some other country should be chosen as the target for such acts, be- 
cause we certainly have every possibility of acting with regard to such 


provocations in the same way as we used to act with regard to that 
thieving cat which used to creep into the pigeons’ loft. We can cer- 
tainly teach it a lesson. 

| A few minutes were lost here due to a power failure. | 

I presume that the United States will attempt to raise the taxes in 
the country over this incident to try to increase their orders for military 
equipment—first to take moremoney from the pockets of the taxpayers 
and thus to gain greater profits out of armaments production. 

Our policy is a completely different one. We have adopted, we have 
taken, the decision to abolish all taxation of the population by 1965. 
By that time no one in the Soviet Union will pay any taxes at. all. 

This year, we are completing the conversion of ‘all the workers of 
the Soviet Union to a seven-hour working day. By 1964, we will have 
a six-hour working day for all the workers and employes of the Soviet 
Union and by that time the coal miner-will have but a five-hour work- 
ing day. 

That is our policy, and no provocation will make us turn aside or 
make us swerve from that correct time that we have chosen. That is 
the true, the convinced, policy of the Soviet Union, a Socialist policy, 
the policy of our Communist party. 

Neves DeurscHiaNnp, East Berlin.—Mr. Chairman, what in your 
opinion is the reason for the change in the position of President Eisen- 
hower since your talks in Camp David? Can you explain the reasons 
for the difference in the position of the United States in Camp David 
and now in Paris? 
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A. I believe the best reply to that question was contained in the 
preceding one, the one referring to the alarm, to the emergency alarm— 
in the alarm of American troops. 

This shows that in the United States the most reactionary forces 
in the Pentagon are coming to the fore, and it is they who sent. their 
planes on a sortie into the Soviet Union, naturally with the knowledge 
of the United States President. And thisexplains this piratical policy 
pursued by the United States. 

JorNAL Do Brasiu. Three questions. Mr. Chairman: Do you intend 
to go to pay a visit to the Latin American countries in the near future ¢ 

Second, how do you, what is your appraisal of the Latin-American 


-countries in the the present world situation? and third, can the Latin- 


American countries participate in the solution of outstanding world 
problems? 

A. The reply to the first question is easy regarding any possible in- 
tention that I might have of visiting Brazil. Nobody has invited me 
to come. 

LATIN VISITS POSSIBLE 


But I am not losing hope of being invited to visit the countries 
of Latin America, If I am I shall gladly avail myself of that 
invitation. 

As for Latin America, we are happy to hear the pulse of Latin 
America’s struggle for independence against American imperialism. 
The welcome accorded to Nixon in Latin American countries was cer- 
tainly an omen, a signal. And I can but welcome the events in Cuba, 
where the people proudly and courageously rose up under the banner 
for the struggle for their independence. I am convinced that the 
other Latin American countries will also rise up in the struggle for 
their independence. We will sympathize with their struggle and ap- 
plaud their successes in this fight. 

I am convinced that the peoples of Latin America are accumulating 
their forces and that they will play an ever growing role in inter- 
national relations. Unfortunately there still exist in Latin America 
today countries whose governments are taking money from their peo- 
ple but are serving the interests of the American imperialists, But 
the Latin American people are awakening, and we welcome this 
process and sympathize with it. 

It is only when the Latin American peoples have their own govern- 
ments, governments that will express the will of these peoples, that 
these nations will be able to truly raise their independent voices in the 
international arena, including the United Nations, and this will cer- 
tainly be to the benefit of all the countries of the world, to the benefit 
of the cause of peace. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I could certainly be ready and willing to go 
on with this press conference longer, but the interpreters have inti- 
mated that their working day is over and that I should respect the 
labor code. Otherwise they say, “Chairman—Chairman.” They say, 
“You better end your conference, or else we will end it without you.” 

I want to thank the Government of France, President. de Gaulle, 
the entire French , le and the citizens of Paris. And not only 
Paris. For yesterday, for example, we paid a visit to a village out- 
side Paris that Marshall Malinovsky visited during World War I, 
when he was in the army. 
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I want to end by saying that the Soviet Union will continue to ad- 
here to the policy of peaceful coexistence between two systems, the 
systems, that we will continue to pursue a policy of peace aimed at 
solving all questions at issue by negotiations. But at the same time, 
we will firmly stand, we will firmly defend, our sovereignty. This 
policy will, Iam sure, be understood by all the nations, for this is the 
only correct policy, a policy of defending one’s sovereignty without 
threats to any one. Good-by. I want to wish you all the best. 

But at the same time, I want to voice the hope that you will work 
for peace, that your pen will serve the cause of peace and friendship 
among the nations. ‘Thank you. 


18. COMMUNIQUE OF THE NORTH ATLANTIC COUNCIL, 
PARIS, MAY 19, 1960 


[Department of State press release No. 274] 


The Permanent Council of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
met in Paris on May 19, 1960, and heard statements from the Foreign 
Ministers of France, the United Kingdom, and the United States on 
the events which prevented the holding of the summit conference. 

In the communique published at the end of its meeting in Istanbul, 
the North Atlantic Council welcomed the prospects of negotiations 
with the Soviet Union and expressed the hope that the negotiations 
would lead to an improvement in international relations. 

It regrets that Mr. Khrushchev’s-position has made negotiations 
in Paris impossible. 

Reaffirming complete solidarity of the countries of the Alliance, it 
fully approves the statement of the three Heads of State or Govern- 
ment that “all outstanding international questions should be settled 
not by the use or threat of force but by peaceful means through nego- 
tiations” and “remains ready to take part in such negotiations at any 
suitable time in the future”. 


19. REMARKS OF PRESIDENT EISENHOWER ON HIS 
ARRIVAL AT ANDREWS FIELD, MAY 20, 1960 


{ White House Press Release] 


My good friends and fellow citizens: 

After a trip of this kind you can well understand what it means 
to me to have this kind of a welcome. I am deeply appreciative of 
the trouble that each of you took to come out to this spot. It truly 
means a lot to me. 

As we planned for the Summit, the hopes of the world were not 
too high. The experience of the past years had denied us any right 
to believe that great advances foment the purpose we seek—peace 
with justice—could be achieved in any great measure. Yet, it seems 
that the identity of interest between ourselves and the Soviets in cer- 


tain features was so obvious that logically we should have made some 
progress. 
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Certainly the subjects on which we wanted to talk were those that 
seemed so important to them—for example, disarmament; the widen- 
ing of contacts so that we would have open societies, or slightly more 
open societies dealing with each other; then the matter of Berlin and 
a divided Germany; and finally, as between Russia, the U.K. and our- 
selves some agreement on a plan for control of nuclear testing. 

Therefore, it was a mystery, and remains a mystery, as to why at 
this particular moment. the Soviets chose so to distort and overplay 
the U-2 incident that they obviously wanted no talks of any gind, 
and, in fact, made it impossible to begin them. I am not going to 
speculate today as to the future, but it is quite clear that since they 
wanted no talks whatsoever at this time that we can be watchful for 
more irritations, possibly other incidents that can be more than annoy- 
ing, sometimes creating real problems. 

For example, just today a half hour before I landed, it was reported 
to me that there is a C-47 missing in Western Germany. This is an 
unarmed, slow plane—no possibility of being used for military pur- 
poses—and, in fact, I believe it had nine passengers aboard. There 
was some bad weather and its route took it near the Eastern German 
border. We do not know at this moment that any deliberate act de- 
layed it, but at least it is overdue. And so, in the atmosphere in 
which we now have to think and live we cannot be sure that the worst 
has not happened. 

Now, I may want to talk soon to the nation about these matters, and 
for that part of it, lnow stop. But I do want to tell all of you people 
about three or four encouraging features that I encountered. First of 
all, was the assurance of the support of the home folks—from friends, 
and from the Joint Chiefs of Staff, from the political leaders of both 
parties, from newspaper comments and editorial comment of every 
kind—I was assured of the essential solidarity of the United States, 
and the sincerity of our peaceful purposes. 

Secondly, was the conduct of my two principal colleagues of the 
West. Mr. Macmillan and General de Gaulle were superb. They 
spoke with one voice with our Delegation in support of those things 
which we thought right and decent. and logical. 

Thirdly, was an action on the part of the NATO Council yester- 
day when Secretary Herter reported. to them while I was in Portugal. 
The NATO Resolution unanimously supported the three Western 
powers in what we were trying to do. 

And finally, the Portuguese reception. In a way I think they 
wanted to provide the United States and the West—and even me per- 
sonally—with something of an antidote for some of the disappoint- 
ments we have felt. Government and citizens alike tried to outdo 
themselves in the warmth and cordiality of their reception, and on 
top of that, in their assurances from every side—newspapers, the offi- 
cials, common people coming in who were serving us in the Palace— 
everywhere they said—the West in effect is right, and we want you 
to know it. And they used every possible way to do it. And for that 
day in Portugal yesterday I am grateful. 

Finally, since most of you will understand that by our time here it 
was one o’clock when I arose this morning I am sure you expected 
nothing of eloquence. But I did want sincerely to give you some of 
my reactions, convictions as of this moment, and to say again to-each 
of you: Thank you very much indeed. 
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20. ADDRESS OF PRESIDENT EISENHOWER, MAY 25, 1960 


[ White House press release] 


(As actually delivered) 


My Fellow Americans: 

Tonight I want to talk with you about the remarkable events last 
week in Paris, and their meaning to our future. 

First, I am deeply grateful to the many thousands of you, and to 
representatives in Congress, who sent me messages of encouragement 
and support while I was in Paris, and later upon my return to 
Washington. Your messages clearly revealed your abiding loyalty 
to America’s great purpose—that of pursuing, from a position of 
spiritual, moral, and material strength—a lasting peace with justice. 

You recall, of course, why I went to Paris ten days ago. 

Last summer and fall I had many conversations with world leaders; 
some of these were with Chairman Khrushchev, here in America. 
Over those months a small improvement in relations between the 
Soviet Union and the West seemed discernible. A possibility devel- 
oped that the Soviet leaders might at last be ready for serious talks 
about our most persistent problems—those of disarmament, mutual 
inspection, atomic control, and Germany, including Berlin. 

To explore that possibility, our own and the British and French 
leaders met together, and later we agreed, with the Soviet leaders, to 
gather in Paris on May 16. 

Of course we had no indication or thought that basic Soviet policies 
had turned about. But when there is even the slightest chance of 
strengthening peace, there can be no higher obligation than to pursue 
it. 

Nor had our own policies changed. We did hope to make some 
progress in a Summit meeting, unpromising though previous experi- 
ences had been. But as we made preparations for this meeting, we 
did not drop our guard nor relax our vigilance. 

Our safety, and that of the free world, demand, of course, effective 
systems for gathering information about the military capabilities of 
other powerful nations, especially those that make a fetish of secrecy. 
This involves many techniques and methods. In these times of vast 
military machines and nuclear-tipped missiles, the ferreting out of 
this information is indispensable to free world security. 

This has long been one of my most serious preoccupations. It is 
part of my grave responsibility, within the overall problem of pro- 
tecting the American people, to guard ourselves and our allies against 
surprise attack. 

During the period leading up to World War IT we learned from 
bitter experience the imperative necessity of a continuous gathering 
of intelligence information, the maintenance of military communca- 
tions and contact, and alertness of command. 

An additional word seems appropriate about this matter of com- 
munications and command. While the Secretary of Defense and I 
were in Paris, we were, of course, away from our normal command 
posts. He recommended that under the circumstances we test the 
continuing readiness of our military communications. I personally 
approved. Such tests are valuable and will be frequently repeated in 
the future. 
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Moreover, as President, charged by the Constitution with ‘the ¢on- 
duct of America’s foreign relations, and as Commander ih Chief, 
charged with the direction’ of the operations and activities of our 
Armed Forces and their supporting services, I take full responsibility 
for approving all the various programs undertaken by our govern- 
ment to secure and evaluate military intelligence. 

It was in the prosecution of one of these intelligence programs that 
the widely publicized U-2 incident occurred. 

Aerial photography has been one of many methods we have used 
to keep ourselves and the free world abreast of major Soviet military 
developments. The usefulness of this work has been well established 
through four years of effort. The Soviets were well aware of: it. 
Chairman Khrushchev has stated that he became aware of these 
flights several years ago. Only last week, in his Paris press confer- 
ence, Chairman Khrushchev confirmed that he knew of these flights 
when he visited the United States last September. 

Incidentally, this raises the natural question: Why all the furor 
concerning one particular flight? He did not, when im American dast 
September charge that these flights were any threat to Soviet safety. 
He did not then see any reason to refuse to confer with American 
representatives. 

This he did only about the flight that unfortunately failed, on May 
1, far inside Russia. 

Now, two questions have been raised about this particular flight; 
first, as to its timing, considering the imminence of the Summit meet- 
mes second, our initia] statements when we learned the flight had 

ailed. 

As to the timing, the question was really whether to halt the pro- 
gram and thus forego the gathering of important information that 
was essential and that was likely to be unavailable at a later date. 
The decision was that the program should not be halted. 

The plain truth is this: when a nation needs intelligence activity, 
there is no time when vigilance can be relaxed, Incidentally, from 
Pearl Harbor we learned that even negotiation itself can be used to 
conceal preparations for a surprise attack. 

Next, as to our government’s mitial statement about the flight, 
this was issued to protect the pilot, his mission, and our intelligence 
processes, at a time when the true facts were still undetermined, 

Our first information about the failure of this mission did not 
disclose whether the pilot was still alive, was trying to escape, was 
avoiding interrogation, or whether both plane and pilot had been 
destroyed. Protection of our intelligence system and the pilot, and 
concealment. of the plane’s mission, seemed imperative. \ It must be 
remembered that over a long period, these flights had given us im- 
formation of the greatest importance to the Nation’s security. In 
fact, their success has been nothing short of remarkable. 

For these reasons, what is known in intelligence circles as a “‘cover- 
ing statement” was issued. It was issued on assumptions that were 
later proved incorrect. Consequently, when later the status of the 
pilot was definitely established, and there was no further possibility 
of avoiding exposure of the project, the factual details were set forth. 

I then made two facts clear to the public: first, our program of 
aerial reconnaissance had been undertaken with my approval; second, 
this government is compelled to keep abreast, by one means or an- 
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other, of military activities of the Soviets, just as their government 
has for years engaged in espionage activities in our country and 
throughout the world. Our necessity to proceed with such activities 
was also asserted by our Secretary of State who, however, had been 
careful—as was I—not'to'say that these particular flights would be 
continued. 

In fact, before leaving Washington, I had directed that these U-2 
flights be stopped. Clearly their usefulness was impaired. Moreover, 
continuing this particular activity in these new circumstances could 
not but complicate the relations of certain of our allies with the 
Soviets. And, of course, new techniques, other than aircraft, are 
constantly being developed. 

Now I wanted no public announcement of this decision until I 
could personally disclose it at the Summit meeting in conjunction 
with certain proposals I had prepared for the conference, 

At my first Paris meeting with Mr. Khrushchev, and before his 
tirade was made public, I informed him of this discontinuance and 
the character of the constructive proposals I planned to make. These 
contemplated the establishment of a system of aerial surveillance 
operated by the United Nations. 

The day before the first-scheduled meeting,.Mr. Khrushchev -had 
advised President de Gaulle and Prime Minister Macmillan that he 
would make certain demands upon the United States as a precondition 
for beginning a Summit conference. 

Although the United States was the only power against which he 
expressed his displeasure, he did not communicate this information 
tome. I was, of course, informed by our allies. 

At the four power meeting on Monday morning, he demanded of 
the United States four things: First, condemnation of U-2 flights 
as a method of espionage; second, assurance that they would not be 
continued; third, a public apology on behalf of the United States; 
and, fourth, punishment of all those who had any responsibility 
respecting this particular mission. 

I replied by advising the Soviet leader that I had, during the 
previous week, stopped these flights and that they would not be 
resumed. I offered also to discuss the matter with him in personal 
meetings, while the regular business of the Summit might proceed. 
Obviously, I would not respond to his extreme demands. He knew, 
of course, by holding to those demands the Soviet Union was scuttling 
the Summit Conference. 

In torpedoing the conference, Mr. Khrushchev claimed that he acted 
as the result of his own high moral indignation over alleged American 
acts of aggression. As I said earlier, he had known of these flights 
for a long time. It is apparent that the Soviets had decided even 
before the Soviet delegation left Moscow that my trip to the Soviet 
Union should be canceled and that nothing constructive from their 
viewpoint would come out of the Summit Conference. 

In evaluating the results, however, I think we must not write the 
record all in red ink. There are several things to be written in the 
black. Perhaps the Soviet action has turned the clock back in some 
measure, but it should be noted that Mr. Khrushchev did not go 
beyond invective—a time-worn Soviet device to achieve an immediate 
objective. In this case, the wrecking of the Conference. 
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On our side, at Paris, we demonstrated once again America’s 
willingness, and that of her allies, always to go to the extra mile in 
behalf of peace. Once again, Soviet intransigence reminded us all 
of the unpredictability of despotic rule, and the need for those who 
work-for freedom to stand together in determination and ‘in strength. 

The conduct of our allies was magnificent. My colleagues and 
friends—President de Gaulle and Prime Minister Macmillan—stood 
sturdily with the American delegation in spite of persistent Soviet 
attempts to split the Western group. The NATO meeting after the 
Paris Conference showed auameiniel unity and support for the 
alliance and for the position taken at the Summit meeting. I salute 
our allies for us all. 

* * * * * * 


And now, most importantly, what about the future ? 

All of us know that, whether started deliberately or accidentally, 
global war would leave civilization in a shambles. This is as true 
of the Soviet system as of all others. In a nuclear war there can be 
no victors—only losers. Even despots understand this. Mr. Khru- 
shchev stated last week that he well realizes that general nuclear 
war would bring catastrophe for both sides. Recognition of this 
mutual destructive capability is the basic reality of our present rela- 
tions. Most assuredly, however, this does not mean that we shall ever 
give up trying to build a more sane and hopeful reality—a better 
foundation for our common relations. 

To do this, here are the policies we must follow, and‘to these I am 
confident the great majority of our people, regardless of party, give 
their support: 

First. We must keep up our strength, and hold it steady for the 
long pull—a strength not neglected in complacency nor overbuilt in 
hysteria. So doing, we can make it clear to everyone that there can 
be no gain in the use of pressure tactics or aggression against us 
and our Allies. 

Second. We must continue businesslike dealings with the Soviet 
leaders on outstanding issues, and improve the contacts between our 
own and Soviet peoples, making clear that the path of reason and 
commonsense is still open if the Soviets will but. use it. 

Third. To improve world conditions in which human freedom can 
flotrish; we-must continue to’move*ahead. with positive programs at 
home and abroad, in collaboration with free nations everywhere. In 
doing so, we shall continue to give our strong support to the United 
Nations and the great principles for which it stands. 

Now as to the first of these purposes—our defenses are sound. They 
are tailored to the situation confronting us. 

Their adequacy has been my primary concern for these past 7 
years—indeed throughout my adult life. 

In no respect have the composition and size of our forces been 
based on or affected by any Soviet blandishment. Nor will they be. 
We will continue to carry forward the great improvements already 
planned in these forces. They will be kept ready—and under con- 
stant review. 

Any changes made necessary by technological advances or world 
events will be recommended at once. 
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This strength—by far the most potent. on earth—+is, I -emphasize, 
for deterrent, defensive and retaliatory purposes only, without threat 
or aggressive intent toward anyone. , 

* * * % * BS * 


Concerning the second part of our policy—relations with the 
Soviets—we and all the world realize, despite our recent disappoint- 
ment, that progress toward the goal of mutual understanding, easing 
the causes of tensions, and reduction of armaments is as necessary 
as ever. 

We shall continue these peaceful efforts, including participation. in 
the existing negotiations with the Soviet Union. Th these negotiations 
we have made some progress. We are prepared to preserve and build 
on it. The Allied Paris communique and my own statement ‘on re- 
turning to the United States should ‘have made this abundantly clear 
to the Soviet Government. 

We conduct these negotiations not on the basis of surface harmony 
nor are we deterred by any bad deportment we meet. Rather we 
approach them as a careful search for common interests between the 
Western allies and the Soviet Union on specific problems. 

I have in mind, particularly, ‘the nuclear test and disarmament 
negotiations. We shall not back away, on account of recent events, 
from the efforts or commitments that we have undertaken. 

Nor shall we relax our search for new means of reducing the risk 
of war by miscalculation, and of achieving verifiable arms control. 

* ES * K * * 


A major American goal is a world of open societies. 

Here in our country anyone can buy maps and_aerial photographs 
showing our cities, our dams, our plants, our highways—indeed, our 
whole industrial and economic complex. We know that Soviet at- 
taches regularly collect. this information. Last fall Chairman Khru- 
shchev’s train passed no more than a few hundred feet from an opera- 
tional ICBM, in plain view from his window. Our thousands of 
books and scientific journals, our magazines, newspapers and official 
publications, our radio and television, all openly describe to all the 
world every aspect of our society. 

This is as it should be. We are proud of our freedom. 

Soviet distrust, however, does still remain. To allay these misgiv- 
ings I offered five years ago to open our skies to Soviet reconnaissance 
aircraft on a reciprocal basis, The Soviets refused. That offer is still 
open. At an appropriate time America will submit such a program 

_to-the United Nations, together with the recommendation that the 
United Nations itself conduct this reconnaissance. Should the United 
-Nations accept this proposal, I am prepared to propose that America 
supply part of the aircraft and equipment required. 

This is.a photograph of the North Island Naval Station in San 
Diego, Calif. It was taken from an altitude of more than 70,000 feet. 
“You may not perhaps be able to,see them on your television screens, 
but the white lines in the parking strips around the field are clearly 
discernible from 13 miles up. Those lines are just 6 inches wide. 

Obviously most of the details necessary for a military evaluation of 
the airfield and its aircraft are clearly Hetingdinhable 
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I show you this photograph as an example of what could be accom- 
plished through United Nations aerial surveillance. 

Indeed, if the United Nations should undertake this policy, this 
program, and the great nations of the world should accept it, I am 
convinced that not only can all humanity be assured that they are safe 
from any surprise attack from any quarter, but indeed the greatest 
tensions of all, the fear of war, would be removed from the world. I 
sincerely hope that the United Nations may adopt such a program. 

As far as we in America are concerned, our programs for increased 
contacts between all peoples will continue. Despite the suddenly ex- 
pressed hostility of the men in the Kremlin, I remain convinced that 
the basic longings of the Soviet people are much like our own. I be- 
lieve that Soviet citizens have a sincere friendship for the people of 
America. I deeply believe that above all else they want a lasting peace 
and a chance for a more abundant life in place of more and more in- 
struments of war. 


* * * * * * * 


Finally, turning to the third part of America’s policy—the strength- 
ening of freedom—we must do far more than concern ourselves with 
military defense against, and our relations with, the Communist bloc. 
Beyond this, we must advance constructive programs throughout the 
world for the betterment of peoples in the newly developing nations. 
The zigs and zags of the Kremlin cannot be allowed to disturb our 
worldwide programs and purposes. In the period ahead, these pro- 
grams could well be the decisive factor in our persistent search for 
peace in freedom. 

To the peoples in the newly developing nations urgently needed 
help will surely come. If it does not come from us and our friends, 
these peoples will be driven to seek it from the enemies of freedom. 
Moreover, those joined with us in defense partnerships look to us for 
proof of our steadfastness. We must not relax our common security 
efforts. 

As to this, there is something specific all of us can do, and right now. 
It is imperative that crippling cuts not be made in the appropriations 
recommended for Mutual Security, whether economic or military. 
We must support this program with all of our wisdom and all of our 
strength. We are proud to call this a nation of the people. With the 
people knowing the importance of this program, and making their 
voices heard in its behalf throughout the land, there can be no doubt 
of its continued success. 

* * * * * * * 


Fellow Americans, long ago I pledged to you that I would journey 

anywhere in the world to promote the cause of peace. I remain 
pledged to pursue a peace of dignity, of friendship, of honor, of 
justice. 
Operating from the firm base of our spiritual and physical strength, 
and seeking wisdom from the Almighty, we and our allies together 
will continue to work for the survival of mankind in freedom—and 
for the goal of mutual respect, mutual understanding, and openness 
among all nations. 

Thank you, and good night. 


O 





